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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


FRANK M  JORDAN 
Mayof 

THOMAS  J  ELZEY 
General  Manager 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY 


HETCH  HETCHY 
WATER  AND  POWER 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
WATER  DEPARTMENT 


April  2,  1992 


NOTICE  OF  CONTINUATION 

OF  PUBLIC  HEARINGS 
REGARDING  WATER  RATES 
AND  WATER  RATIONING 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  following  public  hearings  previously  scheduled  for  April 
14,  1992  wiU  be  continued  to  Tuesday,  April  28,  1992,  at  2:00  p.m.,  in  Room  282.  City 
Hall,  San  Francisco,  California: 

1)      To  consider  adoption  of  revised  Schedule  of  Rates  and  Charges  to  be 

charged  by  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  for  water  service  and  water 
supplied  to  its  retail  and  wholesale  customers,  including  municipal  accounts. 


2)  To  consider  proposals  for  continuation  of  some  level  of  systemwide  water 
rationing,  and  to  consider  adoption  of  a  per  capita  water  rationing  program 
for  San  Francisco  residents. 


The  Report  of  the  General  Manager  will  include  a  presentation  on  these  items  at  the  April 
14,  1992  meeting.  All  interested  parties  are  invited  to  attend  the  public  hearing  on  April 
28,  1992  and  present  their  views. 


Secretary 
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PUBLIC  UTrLITIES  COMMISSION 


San  Francisco  Water  Department 


MEMORANDUM 


Q*)  f.r. 


DATE: 


April  7.  1992 


TO: 


Thomas  J.  Elzey 

General  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


FROM: 


John  P.  Mullan\ 
General  Manager 


RE: 


Monthly  Report  of\\ebruary  Activities 


OPERATIONS 


Storage.    The  month-end  status  of  local  storage  reservoirs  is  shown  on  the 
accompanying  Figure  1.    The  storage  levels  in  the  Peninsula  Division 
reservoirs  at  the  end  of  February  amounted  to  24.4  million  gallons  or  82%  of 
capacity.    For  the  Suburban  system  as  a  whole,  storage  amounted  to  48.8 
million  gallons  and  63%  of  capacity  compared  to  26.5  million  gallons  or  34%  of 
capacity  at  the  same  time  last  year. 

Production.    Water  supplied  by  Hetch  Hetchy  and  the  production  of  local  water 
treatment  plants  are  shown  on  the  accompanying  Figure  2. 

Consumption.    Gross  water  deliveries  to  San  Francisco  customers  and  the 
suburban  area  are  displayed  on  the  accompanying  Figure  3. 


Bond  Refinancing 

A  substantial  amount  of  SFWD  Administrative  and  Bureau  of  Finance  staff  time 
was  spent  preparing  for  presentations  to  Standard  and  Poors  and  Moody's,  both 
bond  rating  agencies.    Presentations  were  made  in  mid-February  and  resulted  in 
the  maintenance  of  the  same  level  of  rating  by  both  agencies.    These  ratings, 
AA,  are  the  highest  ratings  obtainable  for  a  municipal  utility. 

Regulatory  Compliance 

SFWD  appeared  before  the  State  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board  at  its 
regular  monthly  meeting  to  agree  to  a  monetary  payment  for  various  violations 
which  occurred  on  the  Calaveras  Pipeline  Replacement  Project.    The  Department 
was  unsuccessful  In  attempting  to  negotiate  a  settlement  which  would  have 
allowed  for  the  expenditure  of  funds  to  develop  a  project  which  would  prove  of 
benefit  to  the  environment  in  lieu  of  monetary  fines.    SFWD  continues  to 
negotiate  with  both  the  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  and  the  State  Department  of 
Fish  and  Game  to  develop  environmentally  sound  mitigation  packages  in  lieu  of 
paying  additional  fines  to  both  agencies. 


DEPARTMENT  ACTIVITIES 


Excess  Use  Charges 


As  a  result  of  the  PUC  mandate  during  the  February  budget  review  process,  SFWD 
developed  a  notification  process  to  inform  all  City  General  Fund  Departments 
of  the  potential  financial  liability  for  the  payment  of  excess  use  charges 
beginning  with  the  1992-93  fiscal  year.    This  included  notifying  all 
Department  Heads  and  providing  them  with  information  of  excess  use  charges 
billed  but  not  collected  from  July  1,  1991  through  February,  1992.  This 
notification  not  only  put  each  City  Department  on  point  that  they  will  be 
responsible  for  the  payment  of  excess  use  charges,  but  also  showed  them  the 
size  of  the  potential  liability  and  also  extended  an  offer  of  SFWD's 
cooperation  with  each  Department  to  develop  methods  for  reducing  consumption. 

Conservation  Activities 

The  Conservation  Section  of  SFWD  continued  work  in  a  number  of  areas,  to  wit: 
finalization  of  the  new  customer  Information  package;  development  of  a 
Memorandum  of  Understanding  with  San  Francisco  Community  College  for 
development  of  a  second  demonstration  garden;  development  of  a  contract  with 
San  Francisco  League  of  Urban  Gardeners  (SLUG)  for  the  development  of  an  urban 
forest  as  an  adjunct  to  the  demonstration  gardens  at  7th  and  Lawton; 
performance  of  several  water  audits  including  the  Rec  and  Park  Marina  greens 
and  Palace  of  Fine  Arts  and  Livermore  Laboratories,  and  completion  of  work 
with  the  Green  Council  in  development  of  an  irrigation  component  for  inclusion 
in  the  per  capita  methodology  proposal. 


-2- 


Hater  SuppI v 


1.  Hetch  Hetchy  water  import:    An  average  of  159.9  million  gallons  per  day 
(MGD)  for  the  month  of  February. 

2.  Sunol  Valley  Filtration  Plant  treated  8.5  MGD. 
San  Andreas  Filtration  Plant  treated  0.0  MGD. 

3.  Consumption  (MGD  average): 

February  1992  -  159.6)  6.3  percent  more 

February  1991  -  150.2) 

February  1992  -  159.6)  28.7  percent  less 

February  1977  -  224.0) 

12  months  preceding 

March  1,  1992  -  198.1  12.5  percent  less 

March  1 ,  1991  -  225.5 

4.  Storage  (million  gallons)  as  of  March  1: 


1991 


1992 


Increase 
-  Decrease 


%  Full 
Capacity 


Alameda  Div.  (Capacity  48.014) 


10,454 


24.355 


13,901 


51 


Peninsula  Div.  (Capacity  29.783) 


16,035 


24,425 


8.390 


82 


Total  (Maximum  Capacity  77.797) 


26.489 


48,780 


22.291 


63 
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CONTINUING  PROGRAMS 


Leases  and  Permits.    The  lease  payments,  royalties  or  percentage  of  revenue 
received  during  the  month  of  February  from  accounts  listed  below  are  as 
fol lows : 


Santa  Clara  Sand  and  Gravel  $23,855.12 

Sunol  Golf  Course  17.767.30 

Crystal  Springs  Golf  Course  19,675.83 

Mission  Valley  Rock  46,079.61 


Flushing.    Water  main  flushing  will  be  done  on  an  as-needed  basis. 
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MONTHLY     STATUS  REPORT 
CITY  MAINS 


FEBRUARY 
MO. 


1992 
YR. 


PREP.  BY: 


Page  1  of  3 
S. F. W.D. 

J.  PELAYO 


WD  : 
CONTRACT  : 
NUMBER  : 

PROJECT  : 

EST .  : 
LENGTH  : 
(Feet)  : 

ESTIMATED 
COST 

(5) 

PERCH 
COMP] 

PERIOD 

:nt 

jETE 
TOTAL 

Scheduled 
Comp le t  ion 

of  Plans 
and  Specs. 

WD-2064  : 

36-INCH  Main  in 
Dolores  Street,  25th 
Street,   Sanchez  Street, 
and  22nd  street,  San 
Jose  Avenue  to  Castro 
Street. 

7,800  : 

3 , 397 , 000 

0 

95 

MAR.,  1992 
(Revised) 

Feeder  Main  : 
to  complete  : 
Sunset  Loop  : 

WD-2072 

12-IN. ,    8-IN.    &  6-IN. 
Main  and  Hydrants  in 
the  Embarcadero , 
Market  to  Folsom  Street 

500 

150, 000 

5 

80 

JULY,  1992 

Mains  and  : 
Hydrants  : 
Relocation  : 
UEB  Muni  : 
Turnaround  : 
Project  : 

:  WD-2097 

8-INCH  D.I.   Main  in 
Front,   Broadway  and 
Davis  Street . 

2  ,  780 

525, 000 

5 

60 

MAY,  1992 
(Revised ) 

Main  : 
Replacement  : 

12-INCH  D.I.   Main  in 
Medical  Road. 

2  ,  250 

270, 000 

0 

95 

MAR. ,  1992 
(Revised) 

Main  : 
*   Extension  : 
:   UC  Medical  : 
:   project  : 

:  WD-2098 

:8-INCH  D.I.   Main  in 
: China  Basin  Street  f roi 
:3rd  Street  main  to  600 
:feet  esterly. 

:  600 
n 

:  0 

80 

ON  HOLD 
(Mission  Bay 

:   Main  : 
Replacement  : 

MONTHLY     STATUS     REPORT  Page  2  of  3 

CITY  MAINS  S.F.W.D. 

FEBRUARY         199  2 

MO.  YR.  PREP.   BY:  J.  PELAYO 


WD 

CONTRACT 
NUMBER 

PROJECT 

EST. 
LENGTH 
(Feet) 

ESTIMATED 
COST 
($) 

PERCI 
COMPI 

PERIOD 

^NT 
.ETE 

TOTAL 

Scheduled 
Completion 

of  Plans 
and  Specs. 

REMARKS 

WD-2100 

8-INCH  Ductile  Iron 
Main  in  Treat  Street 
between  20th  Street 
and  26th  Street. 

3  ,450 

501, 000 

5 

55 

APR. ,  1992 
(Revised) 

Main 

Replacement 

WD-2101 

8-INCH  D.I.   Main  in 
Green  Street  between 
Kearny  and  Taylor 
Streets.   Taylor  Street 
between  Green  Street 
and  Lombard  Street . 

3  ,  780 

851, 000 

5 

60 

MAY,  1992 
(Revised) 

Main 

Replacement 

6-INCH  D.I.   Main  in 
Tehama  Street,   West  of 
Second  Street. 

120 

50, 000 

0 

45 

Inactive 
Delayed  by 
Developer 

Main 

Replacement 
Developer 

Hydrant  on  Bayshore 
Boulevard  at  Silver 
Avenue . 

20 

6  ,  030 

0 

30 

JUNE,  1992 
(Revised) 
(ON  HOLD) 

Hydrant 
Relocation 
Cal.  Trans. 
Fwy  Retrofit 
Project 

wn- ? 1  OR 

fl  —  TMr'H    n     T        Main  in 

Post  street,   Scott  to 
Baker  Streets. 
Presidio  Avenue,  Post 
to  California  Streets. 

T  0  n  n 

o  u  ,  u  u  u 

c 

M  A  V           1  n  o  n 

ri  A I    ,    1  y  y  2 
(Revised) 

Ma  in 

Replacement 

8-INCH  D.I.   Main  in 
Diana  Street  between 
Williams  and  Thornton 
Streets . 

450 

100, 000 

0 

65 

APR.,    1992  • 
(Revised)  : 
(ON     HOLD)  : 

Main 

Extension 
Developer 
Project 

MONTHLY     STATUS  REPORT 
CITY  MAINS 


FEBRUARY 
MO. 


1992 
YR. 


PREP.  BY: 


Page  3  of  3 
S. F.W. D. 

J.  PELAYO 


:         WD  : 
:    CONTRACT  : 
:      NUMBER  : 

PROJECT  : 

EST.  : 
LENGTH  : 
(Feet)  : 

ESTIMATED  : 
COST  : 
($)  : 

PERCI 
COMPI 

PERIOD  : 

:nt 

.ETE 

TOTAL  ■ 

Scheduled 
Completion 

of  Plans 
and  Specs. 

REMARKS  : 

;    WU    /:  J-  JL  D 

existing  22"  W.I.  Main 
in  Valencia  St.  betweer 
14th  and  17th  Streets 

1  R on  * 
1  : 

4  fi  fi    0  00  ' 

*^  <j  Kj  f  yj  \J  \J  m 

0 

3  0 

MAY   ,    199  2 
(Revised) 

Feeder  Main  : 
Replacement  : 

•  i*iri_')ii'7 
W  U    /;  1 1  / 

n  — TMPH    n    T       M;:*  in  in 
o  —  iiN*.„n    u.i.    iicij.li  J.II 

Grant  Avenue  between 
Sutter  Street  and 
Broadway . 

T 1  on 

7  7  0  000 

0 

10 

NOV . ,  1992 
(ON  HOLD- 
Coordinate 
with  other 
utility  work 

Ma  in  : 
Replacement  : 

: 

:  WD-2120 

8-INCH  D.I.   Main  in 
Hyde  Street  between 
McAllister  Street  and 
California  Street . 

4  ,400 

704 , 000 

5 

25 

JUNE,  1992 
(Revised) 

Main  : 
Replacement  : 

:  WD-2121 

:8-INCH  D.I.   Main  in 

: Bay shore  Blvd .  between 

rOakdale  and  Industrial 

:  1,920 

230, 000 

5 

60 

MAY,  1992 

:  Main  : 
:   Replacement  : 

:  WD~2122 

: 8-INCH  D.I.   Main  in 
: Geary  Blvd .   and  Argue  1 
:Blvd.   between  5th  Ave. 
:and  Fulton  Street. 

:  3,780 
lo 

:  599,000 

5 

60 

:      MAY,  1992 

:   Main  : 
:   Replacement  : 

PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


FRANK  M  JORDAN 
Mayor 

THOMAS  J  ELZEY 
General  Manager 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY 

HETCH  HETCHY 
WATER  AND  POWER 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
WATER  DEPARTMENT 


April  10,  1992 


NOTICE  OF  EXECUTIVE  SESSION 


The  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  will 
meet  in  executive  session  on  Tuesday.  April  14.  1992.  at  1:00  p.m..  in  Room  287,  City 
Hall,  San  Francisco,  California,  on  an  attorney-client  matter  regarding  FERC  Project  No. 
2222.  in  accordance  with  Government  Code  Section  54956.9(a)  and  (b)  and  Charter 
Section  3.500(f)(2). 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 
Secretary 


cc:     Members,  PUC 
Thomas  J.  Elzey 
George  Krueger 
Library  (2) 
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MINUTES 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF   SAN  FRANCISCO 

Frank  M.  Jordan 
Mayo  r 

REGULAR  MEETING 

Room  282,    City  Hall 
2  :  00  P.M. 
April  14,  1992 

COMMISSIONERS 
Gordon  Chin,  President 
Victor  G.  Makras,   Vice  President 


James  D.  Jefferson 


Patricia  A.  Carson 


Michael  E .  Hardeman 


DEPARTMENTS 


BUREAUS 


Hetch  Hetchy  Project 


Energy  Conservation 


Municipal  Railway 


Engineering  and 

Const ruct ion  Management 


Water  Department 


Financial  Management 


Info rmat ion  Systems 


Management  Efficiency  and 
Productivity 


Personnel  and  Training 


Thomas  J.  Elzey 


GENERAL  MANAGER 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 


SECRETARY 


92-080 


Call  to  Order  2:40  P.M. 


Present:     President  Gordon  Chin,  Vice  President  Victor  G.  Makras, 

Commissioner  James  D.  Jefferson,  Commissioner  Patricia  A. 
Carson,  Commissioner  Michael  E.  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Commissioner  Jefferson,   seconded  by  Commissioner 
Hardeman,   the  Minutes  of  the  regular  meeting  of  March  24,   1992  were 
approved . 


A  tape  of  the  meeting  is  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission. 


******************* 


RESOLUTION 
MO 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,   seconded  by  Jefferson,  the 

fo 1 lowing  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0100      GM        Endorsing  Board  of  Supervisors  legislation  regarding 

exporting  reclaimed  and  recycled  water. 


VOTE :     Ayes  -  Chin ,  Makras ,   Jefferson,  Carson 
Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0101       MR         Requesting  the  Controller  to  draw  warrants  in 
payment  of  claims  against  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Railway,    totalling  $19,551.20 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Chin,   Makras,   Jefferson,  Carson, 
Ha  rdeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,    seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0102       WD         Awarding  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 

WD-2074,    8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in 
Post  Street  between  Gough  and  Scott  Streets,    in  the 
net  amount  of  $283,606  to  Ranger  Pipelines,   Inc.  and 
A.   Ruiz  Construction  Company,   AJV,   San  Francisco,  CA 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


92-081 


RESOLUTION   

NO 

On  motion  of  Jefferson,    seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
following   resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0103       WD         Awarding  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No, 
WD-2079,   8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in 
Rivera  Street,    38th  to  41st  Avenues  and  various 
locations  on  Pacheco  Street,    and  35th,    37th,  39th, 
41st  and  42nd  Avenues ,    in  the  net  amount  of  $239,290 
to  P  &  M  Pipelines  and  Coast-Geo  Constructors,  Inc., 
San  Francisco,  CA. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,   Jefferson,  Carson, 
Ha  rdeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,    seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
following   resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0104       WD         Awarding  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 

WD-2085,    8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in 
Geary  Street  between  Jones  and  Kearny  Streets,  in 
the  net  amount  of  $361,310  to  Shaw  Pipelines,  Inc., 
San  Francisco,   CA . 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Chin,   Makras,   Jefferson,  Carson, 
Ha  rdeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,   seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0105       WD         Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,    and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Water  Department  Contract  No.   WD-2089,    12  and  8 
Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  Powell  Street 
between  Lomba rd  and  Jefferson  Streets  and  Mason 
Street  between  Lombard  and  Chestnut  Streets. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Chin,   Makras,   Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,   seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
f o 1 lowi ng  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0106       WD         Awarding  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 

WD-2099,    8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in 
Spruce  Street,  Euclid  Avenue  and  other  streets  in 
Laurel  Heights,    in  the  net  amount  of  $188,980  to 
Uniacke  Construction,    San  Francisco,  CA. 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Chin,   Makras,   Jefferson,  Carson, 
Ha  rdeman 


On  motion  of  Carson,    seconded  by  Makras,  the 
following   resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0107       HH         Accepting  the  work  performed  under  Hetch  Hetchy 
Water  and  Power  Contract  No.   HH-805R,  Holm 
Powerhouse  Slope  Stabilization,    approving  Credit 
Contract  Modification  No.    1  in  the  amount  of 
$50,404.15;   authorizing  assessing  $1,000  in 
liquidated  damages;   and  authorizing  final  payment  of 
$13,198.24  to  Valentine  Corporation,  Contractor. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Chin,   Makras ,   Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


92-082 


RESOLUTION 
NO 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,    seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0108       EC         Requesting  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  authorize  the 
Bureau  of  Energy  Conservation  to  apply  for  and 
accept  free  engineering  and  technical  support 
services  from  the  Energy  Partnership  Program  of  the 
California  Energy  Commission  to  conduct  analysis  on 
energy  conservation  projects   in  municipal  facilities 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,   Jefferson,  Carson, 
Ha  rdeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,    seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0109       WD         Designating  Tuesday,   May  26,    1992   at  4:00  p.m.,  in 
Room  282,   City  Hall,   San  Francisco,   CA,  and 
Thursday,   May  28,    1992  at  7:00  p.m.,    at  the 
Southeast  Community  Facility,    1800  Oakdale  Avenue, 
Community  Meeting  Room,   San  Francisco,  CA,   as  the 
date,   time  and  place  for  public  hearings  by  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission  for  considering 
amendments  to  the  Municipal  Railway  Fare  Schedule. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Chin,   Makras,   Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,   seconded  by  Makras,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0110       GM         Commending  Albina  Arietta  on  the  occasion  of  her 

ret  i  rement  for  over  21  years  of  dedicated  service  to 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  extending 
best  wishes  to  her  and  her  family  for  many  years  to 
come  . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Chin,   Makras,   Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,    seconded  by  Jefferson,  the 
following   resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0111       WD         Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  the  Water 
Department  to  request  proposals,    select  and 
recommend  a  suitable  consulting  firm  to  provide  the 
required  services  for  the  Environmental  Impact 
Report  related  to  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment 
Plant  pro j ect . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Chin,   Makras,   Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


92-083 


RESOLUTION 
NO 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,   seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
fol lowing  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0112       WD         Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  the  Water 

Department  to  negotiate  and  execute  a  12-month 
Modification  to  the  Memorandum-of -Under standing  with 
the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  and  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission  Bureau  of  Energy- 
Conservation  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $45,000. 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Chin,   Makras,   Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Makras,   seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
fol lowing  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0113      WD        Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  the  Water 

Department  to  negotiate  and  execute  the  final  12 
months  of  the  Agreement  with  Information  and  Support 
Services  for  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $197,346  of 
which  $185,346  shall  be  provided  by  the  Water 
Department  for  provision  of  the  continued 
development  of  a  system-wide  education  package  for 
grades  K-12 . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Chin,   Makras,   Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Makras,    seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0114       MR         Accepting  the  work  performed  under  Municipal  Railway 
Contract  No .  MR-100  9R,   Metro  Subway  System,  Wet 
Standpipe  System  Repair  and  Certification;  approving 
Debit  Modification  No.    3   in  the  amount  of  $5,005.34; 
approving  an  ex tension  of  time  of  345  days;  and 
authorizing  final  payment   in  the  amount  of 
$10,589.59  to  Transbay  Fire  Protection,  Contractor. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Chin,   Makras,   Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Makras,   seconded  by  Jefferson,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0115       MR         Reallocating  up  to  $150,000  from  surplus  funds 

available  in  the  Municipal  Railway's  budget   for  the 
Bureau  of  Light,  Heat  &  Power  to  Contractual 
Services  to  maintain  the  existing   level  of  security 
services  at  the  Municipal  Railway' s  facilities. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,   Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


92-084 


RESOLUTION 
NO 


On  motion  of  Makras,   seconded  by  Carson,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0116       UEB       Commending  Mitsu  Naito  on  the  occasion  of  his 

retirement  for  34  years  of  dedicated  service  to  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  extending  best 
wishes  to  him  and  his  family  for  many  years  to  come 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Chin,   Makras,   Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,   seconded  by  Makras,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0117       UEB       Commending  Lonnie  Law son  on  the  occasion  of  his 

retirement  for  29  years  of  dedicated  service  to  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  extending  best 
wishes  to  him  and  his  family  for  many  years  to  come 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Chin,   Makras,   Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,   seconded  by  Jefferson,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0118       UEB       Authorizing  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  to 

request  proposals,   select  and  recommend  a  suitable 
consult! ng  engineering  firm  to  provide  the  requi red 
services  for  the  future  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment 
Plant . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Chin,   Makras,   Jefferson,  Carson, 
Ha  rdeman 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,   seconded  by  Makras,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0119       UEB       Approving  modification  to  Municipal  Railway  Contract 
No.   MR~881,   No.    31  Balboa  Electrification,    in  the 
amount  of  $194,958  to  purchase  special  catenary 
equipment  for  the  Muni  Metro  Turnaround  project  with 
Contractor ,   Abbett-Yick,   AJV . 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Chin,   Makras,   Jef f erson ,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,   seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0120       FM         Adopting  the  1992  Transit  Legislative  Program 
recommended  by  the  General  Manager  of  Public 
Utilities  and  directing  the  PUC  staff  and  the  City's 
advocates  in  Sacramento  and  Washington,   D.C.   to  work 
towards   implement ing  the  program. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Chin,   Makras,   Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


92-085 


RESOLUTION 
NO 


On  motion  of  Makras,    seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0121       FM         Authorizing  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance 
to  apply  for,   accept  and  expend  $43,662,589  from  the 
San  Francisco  County  Transportation  Authority  as 
part  of  the  local  match  and  seed  money  for  various 
projects  in  the  Municipal  Railway's  Capital 
Improvement  Program  and  operations  for  1992-9?- 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Chin,   Makras,   Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


Copies  of  the  above  resolutions  are  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission . 


************************* 


New  Business 

President  Chin  requested  that  the  Commission  be  updated  on  the 
City's  MBE/WBE  ordinance  through  an  informational  presentation  from 
the  Human  Rights  Commission  within  the  next  two  months. 


************************ 


Report  of  the  General  Manager 
Swipe  Reader  Demonstration 

Mr.   Thomas  J.   Elzey,   General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities,  stated 
that  staff  was  studying  the  use  of  swipe  readers  on  Muni  vehicles  to 
both  register  the  fares  of  passengers  who  use  Fast  Passes  and  verify 
whether  the  Fast  Passes  were  counterfeit  or  not.     Ms.   Michelle  N. 
Witt,  Finance  Director,   Bureau  of  Finance,   said  that  swipe  readers 
have  the  capability  of  accumulating   ridership  information  which  is 
required  under  federal  regulations.     Mr.  William  Hooper,  Vice 
President,   Marketing  and  Contracts,   Cubic  Corporation  gave  a 
demons t  r  at  ion  on  how  the  swipe  readers  operate.     He  stated  that  the 
swipe  readers  have  the  capability  of  handling  five  different  types 
of  passes  which  could  be  recorded  individual ly  by  type  in  the 
machine.     He  noted  that  the  swipe  reader  machine  is  designed  to  read 
whether  or  not  the  various  passes  are  counterfeit.     Mr.  Hooper  said 
the  machine  would  be  able  to  use  the  current  Muni  Fast  Pass,  which 
has  a  magnetic  strip,   plus  coins  and  bills. 

Commissioner  Carson  asked  what  the  cost  and  life  expectancy  of  the 
swipe  readers  were  per  bus.     Mr.   Hooper  replied  the  cost  was  $680 
per  bus  with  a   life  expectancy  exceeding  10  years , 


92-086 


1992/93  Budget 


Mr .   Elzey  stated  that  consistent  with  the  Mayor 's  request  that  there 
be  a  10%  reduction  in  Muni's   1992/93  budget,    the  Commission  last 
month  passed  the  proposed  1992/93  budget  which  included 
approximately  $11.3  million  in  reductions  which  were  achieved  by 
Proposition  A   (early  retirement)   staff   reductions,  administrative 
ef f iciencies  and  a  proposed  fare  increase.     Since  that  time,    a  joint 
report  was  issued  by  the  Controller,   the  Budget  Analyst  and  the 
Mayor's  Office  which  suggested  that  the  1992/93  budget  deficit  will 
be  approximately  $148  million.     Staff  received  an  indication  f rom 
the  Mayor's  Office  that  Muni  would  have  to  review  its  budget  again 
to  address  the  possibility  of  coming  up  with  additional  adjustments 
in  its  budget.     Mr.   Elzey  remarked  that  staff  have  already  had  the 
opportunity  to  discuss  with  the  Mayor's  Office  preliminary  budget 
adjustments  within  Muni's  budget  either  in  the  fare  structure  and/or 
other  areas.     Mr.  Elzey  stated  that  staff  would  be  engaging  in 
further  discussions' with  the  Mayor's  Office  and  that  he  would  come 
back  to  the  Commission  at  the  next  meet ing  with  more  specific 
information  regarding  what  the  additional  reductions  to  Muni's 
budget  would  be  and  what  impact  they  would  have  on  Muni's  operations 
and  fare  structure. 

Commissioner  Makras  asked  what  type  of   reduction,    in  addition  to  the 
10%  reduction  already  made,    is  the  Mayor  requesting.     Mr.  Elzey 
responded  that   it  had  been  suggested  that  Muni  would  have  to  reduce 
their  budget  by  an  additional  $20  million,   which  is  approximately 
another  20%  reduction. 

Commissioner  Jefferson  asked  what  our  legal  position  was  with 
respect  to  the  impact  this  additional  20%  reduction  would  have  on 
Memorandums  of  Understanding   (MOU)  with  the  unions.     Mr.  George 
Krueger,   Utilities  General  Counsel,    replied  that  the  MOU ' s  are 
contracts  which  could  be  reopened  for  negotiation  but  said  that 
would  not  prevent  the  Commission  from  doing  what  was  necessary  to 
balance  the  budget ,   proposing  cuts   in  service,   or  implementing  a 
fare  increase . 

Mr.  David  Pilpel  was  of  the  opinion  that  this  additional  reduction 
to  Muni's  budget  is  far  in  excess  of  what  Muni  should  have  to  take 
and  such  a  proposal  should  be  rejected. 

Ms.   Linda  Jofuku,    representing  Professional  and  Technical  Engineers, 
Local  21,   requested  that  management  meet  and  confer  on  any  proposal 
for  furloughs  of  non-operating  staff  and  proposed  layoffs  of  Local 
21  and  Local  790  employees. 


Muni 's  Incentive  Programs 

Mr.   Elzey  said  that  staff  has  been  reviewing  potential  passenger 
incentive  programs  which  could  improve  ridership  and  the  public 
image  of  Muni.     He  said  that  staff  is  reviewing  an  idea  that  has 
been  implemented  by  the  Southern  California  Rapid  Transit  District 
whereby  passengers  would  be  able  to  receive  a  refund  on  their  fares 
if  a  vehicle  did  not  meet   its  schedule.      In  addition,    staff  is 
studying  preliminary  data  in  relation  to  free  ridership  zones  within 
Muni.     Mr.   Elzey  stated  that  staff  would  report  back  to  the 
Commission  at  the  next  meeting  with  a  proposal  concerning  potential 
incentive  programs  for  Muni . 


92-087 


Mayor's  Fiscal  Advisory  Committee  Report 


Mr.  Elzey  stated  that  the  Mayor  was  presented  with  a  preliminary 
report  from  the  Fiscal  Advisory  Committee  which  is  made  up  of 
private  sector  individuals.     That  report  reviewed  policy  options 
such  as  methods  to  increase  revenues,    improve  efficiency  and 
proposals  for  cost  containment  on  the  Municipal  Railway.     He  said 
that  staff  is  reviewing  the  various  policy  options  presented  by  the 
Fiscal  Advisory  Committee. 


Proposition  A 

Mr.   Elzey  reported  that  approximately  1,359   retirees  have  left  the 
City  as  a  result  of  Proposition  A  (early  retirement)   and  that  number 
continues  to  change  on  a  daily  basis.     Mr.  Elzey  said  out  of  that 
number  approximately  233  employees  retired  from  the  Muni,    30  retired 
from  the  Water  Department,    21  retired  from  Hetch  Hetchy  and  41 
retired  from  the  PUC  Bureaus.     He  stated  that  the  Water  Department 
and  Hetch  Hetchy  were  exempted  from  having  any  of  their  positions 
left  vacant  and  that  they  are  currently  in  the  process  of 
backfilling  those  positions.     With  regard  to  Muni,    108  positions  had 
been  authorized  to  be  backfill ed,    70  of  which  are  operators.  He 
noted  that  there  continues  to  be  more  operator  positions  that  are 
vacant  which  require  authorization  for  backfilling.     It  is  uncertain 
at  this  point  whether  or  not  authorization  would  be  granted  to 
backfill  all  of  the  Muni  operator  positions.     Mr.  Elzey  stated  that 
he  will  keep  the  Commission  informed  on  the  status  of  those 
positions . 

Commissioner  Makras  asked  why  the  number  of   retirees  would  change  if 
there  was  a  cut  off  date  to  retire.     Ms.   Andrea  Gourdine,  Manager, 
Personnel  and  Training,    replied  that  the  Retirement  System  had 
notified  employees  who  retired  earlier  in  FY  1991-92  that  they  could 
come  back  into  the  system  and  pay  back  any  ret i rement  payments  g i ven 
to  them,   thereby  benefiting  from  Proposition  A  (early  retirement). 


Water  Rates  for  1992-93 

Mr.   Anson  B.  Moran,   General  Manager,   Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power, 
gave  a  brief  presentation  on  the  current  water  supply  situation 
stating  that  year  to  date  precipitation  is  about  66%  of  normal, 
storage  is  about  60%  of  normal  and  snow  pack  is  about  60%  of 
normal.     Mr.  Moran  noted  that  the  present  water  supply  is  very 
similar  to  that  of   last  year's  water  supply,   concluding  that 
rationing  should  continue  at  the  25%  level. 

Mr.   John  P.  Mullane,  General  Manager,  Water  Department,  recommended 
that  the  current  mandatory  25%  rationing  program  be  continued  with 
the  same  water  use  restrictions,    the  same  excess  use  charges  and  the 
same  level  of  mandatory  conservation  inspections  that  are  currently 
underway  for  San  Francisco  residents.     Mr.  Mullane  stated  that  the 
suburban  resale  customers  would  be  allocated  the  same  amount  of 
water  as   last  year.     He  pointed  out  that  the  rationing  program  in 
the  suburbs  has  been  so  successful  over  the  last  two  years  that  the 
water  that  has  been  banked  is  substantial  and  could  have  a 
significant  impact  on  the  total  water  supply  situation.     Mr.  Mullane 
stated  that  staff  was  discussing  that  situation  with  the  Bay  Area 
Water  Users  Association   (BAWUA)   hopefully  with  the  intent  of 
limiting  the  bank  and  possibly  even  reducing  it. 


92-088 


Mr.  Mullane  pointed  out  that  last  year  the  Commission  expressed 
concerns  about  the  equity  of  the  rationing  program  as  it   related  to 
San  Francisco  residents  only  and  felt  that  adoption  of  a  per  capita 
program  would  be  more  equitable.     At  that  time  it  was  recommended 
that  the  department  do  a  census  of  the  residents  of  San  Francisco 
and  that  no  action  for  adoption  take  place  until  April  of  this 
year.     Mr.  Mullane  stated  that  the  data  collected  from  the  census 
had  been  completed  resulting  in  total  residential  occupancy  of 
approximately  828,000  people  in  San  Francisco,  which  exceeded  the 
1990  U.S.   Census  which  states  there  are  724,000   residents  in  San 
Francisco.     Mr.  Mullane  briefly  discussed  the  various  per  capita 
alternatives  and  stated  that  a  more  detailed  presentation  regarding 
the  issue  of  per  capita  rationing  will  be  discussed  at  the  April  28, 
1992  meeting . 

Ms.  Christine  Morioka,  Rate  Administrator,  Water  Department,  stated 
that  90%  of   revenue's  received  from  water  rates  pays  for  the 
department ' s  expenditures .     Ms .   Morioka  said  that  water  revenues  are 
collected  from  two  classes  of  customers,  wholesale  and  retail. 
Wholesale  customers  involve  30  customers  throughout  the  peninsula 
and  east  bay  and  the  retail  customers  are  predominantly  in  San 
Francisco.     She  explained  briefly  how  the  rates  are  set  with 
wholesale  and  retail  customers.     The  calculations  that  determine 
those  rates  go  through  a  cost  of  service  methodology  for  setting  the 
suburban  rates  and  determining  how  much  they  owe  us.     Then,  the 
balance  needed  to  pay  the  department's  expenses  determines  what  the 
City  rates  will  be. 


Clean  Water  Initiative 

Mr.   Elzey  stated  the  clean  water   initiative  is  currently  in  the  form 
of   legislation  before  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  the  possible  use 
of  reclaimed  water.     He  requested  that  the  Commission  endorse  the 
legislation  on  the  clean  water  initiative. 

Mr.   Todd  Cockburn,   City  Engineer,    said  that  they  have  been  working 
closely  with  PUC  on  wastewater  reclamation  within  the  City  and 
wastewater   reclamation  in  the  form  of  an  export  program  with  other 
wastewater  dischargers  in  the  Bay  Area.     To  reclaim  wastewater  in 
the  Bay  Area  transport  it  to  the  San  Joaquin  Valley  or  to  the  Delta 
for  various  purposes  would  require  a  Joint  Powers  Agreement  between 
San  Francisco  and  other  wastewater  discharge  agencies.  This 
agreement  would  involve  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  Department 
of  Public  Works   and  all  the  other  agencies.     With  the  use  of  charts, 
he  described  the  collection  system  and  all  the  agencies  that  would 
be  involved  in  this  project.     Approximately  400,000  acre  feet  of 
wastewater  could  be  collected  per  year  from  the  Bay  Area  and 
transported  to  the  San  Joaquin  Valley.     Mr.   Cockburn  stated  before 
this   legislation  could  go  further,    a  Joint  Powers  Agreement  would 
need  to  be  formed  because  San  Francisco  could  not  carry  such  a 
project  on  its  own.     Mr.  Elzey  stated  the  issue  before  the 
Commi ssion  is  not  the  Joint  Powers  Agreement  but  the  actual 
legislation  that  has  been  presented  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  that 
simply  requests  that  the  City  Engineer  and  the  PUC  present  a 
progress  report   regarding  negotiation  of  an  agreement  and  the 
progress  of  a  study  about  the  feasibility  of  carrying  out  such  a 
project.     Mr.   Elzey  recommended  that  the  Commission  endorse  the 
legislation  that   is  currently  before  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 
Commissioner  Hardeman  moved  to  endorse  the  clean  water  initiative 
legislation.     Commissioner  Jefferson  seconded. 


92-089 


Tuntex  Corporation 


Commissioner  Jefferson  noted  that  Tuntex  Corporation  was  a  client  of 
his  and  stated  for  the  record  that  he  would  refrain  from 
participating  in  Commission  discussion  concerning  this  item. 

Mr.   Elzey  stated  that  he  had  a  meeting  with  Tuntex  Corporation  to 
present  future  Muni  services  and  rail  expansion  projects.  Because 
of  certain  developments  sponsored  by  Tuntex  Corporation,   they  were 
very  supportive  of  any  future  rail  expansion  activities  in 
connection  with  the  Third  Street  Corridor.     Mr.   Elzey  said  that 
staff  discussed  the  possibility  of  initiating  some  type  of 
partnership  which  could  be  potentially  beneficial  to  the  City  and 
the  Municipal  Railway. 


Joint  Powers  Board 

Mr.   Elzey  discussed  the  1992-93  budget  for  the  peninsula  commute 
service  and  said  that  San  Francisco's  share  of  the  subsidy  was  $1.5 
million.     After  staff  negotiated  with  the  Joint  Powers  Board  ( JPB) , 
they  agreed  to  increase  funding  from  Caltrans,    lower  administrative 
costs  and  increase  revenues,   which  brought  our  budget  down  to  $1,299 
million.     It  was  made  very  clear  to  the  JPB  that  San  Francisco  was 
not  in  a  position  to  have  any  additional  increases  in  its  budget. 
Mr,   Elzey  stated  that  Supervisor  Hsieh,  who  is  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  *    representative  on  the  JPB ,   was  going  to  take  the 
initiative  with  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  add  the  additional 
amount  of  $350,000  as  opposed  to  it  coming  out  of  Muni's  budget. 


************************ 


Resolution  No.   92-0111         Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  the 
Water  Department  to  reguest  proposals,   select  and  recommend  a 
suitable  consulting  firm  to  provide  the  required  services  for  the 
Environmental  Impact  Report  related  to  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water 
Treatment  Plant  project. 

Resolution  No.   92-0118  --  Authorizing  the  Utilities  Engineering 
Bureau  to  request  proposals,    select  and  recommend  a  suitable 
consulting  engineering  firm  to  provide  the  required  services  for  the 
future  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Plant . 


Mr.  Steve  Leonard,  Project  Manager,  Water  Department,  requested  that 
the  Commission  approve  request  for  proposals  for  work  related  to  the 
Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Plant  project. 

Commissioner  Makr as  asked  how  these  items   relate  to  the  Hetch  Hetchy 
filtration  of  water.     Mr.   Leonard  replied  that  there  are  certain 
steps  or  milestones  that  must  be  met  in  order  to  be  in  compliance 
with  the  State  to  filter  Hetch  Hetchy  water.     Currently,    a  siting 
study  is  underway,  which  is  the  beginning  of  the  envi ronmental  and 
conceptual  engineering  process.     Both  of  these  items  will  firm  up 
the  envi  ronmental   and  engineering   issues,   costs  surrounding  the 
project  and  will  be  the  basis  for  going  to  detailed  design.  They 
will  be  the  support  for  a  ballot  measure  to  fund  the  entire 
project.     Mr.   Elzey  pointed  out  that  the  Water  Department  budgeted 
$8  million  for  these  projects  in  their  1992-93  Budget. 


92-090 


Commissioner  Jefferson  inquired  if  the  engineering  services  were  for 
the  actual  design  of  the  filtration  plant.     Mr.   Leonard  responded 
that  it  is  to  develop  a  concept  of  a  plant  and  plant  system  with 
preliminary  drawings  so  that  detailed  design  could  proceed  from  that 
point .     Commissioner  Jefferson  also  asked  questions  surrounding  what 
procedures  would  take  place  in  selecting  a  firm  to  perform  such 
work.     Mr.   Leonard  replied  that  the  department  would  advertise,  have 
a  selection  committee  that   is  approved  by  Contract  Compliance,  take 
in  proposals,   interview,   and  come  back  to  the  Commission  with  a 
recommended  contractor  for  approval,     Mr.   Leonard  stated  that  in 
addition  to  advertising  in  the  local  newspaper,   there  is  a  list  of 
contractors  that  are  routinely  sent   request-for-proposals  through 
the  Contract  Compliance  Office. 


On  motion  of  Commissioner  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Commissioner 
Jefferson,   Resolution  Nos.   92-0111  and  92-0118  were  approved. 


Item  No.    13  --  Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  the  Water 
Department  to  negotiate  and  execute  a  professional  services 
agreement  with  EDAW,    Inc.   at  a  cost  not- to-exceed  $330,000   for  the 
development  of  comprehensive  watershed  management  policy  and  plans. 

Item  No.    14  —  Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  the  Water 
Department  to  negotiate  and  execute  a  professional  services 
agreement  with  Bookman-Edmonston  at  a  cost  not-to-exceed  $250,000 
for  the  Water  Resources  Study  of  the  Alameda  Creek  Watershed. 


Mr.   Robert  Vasconcel los ,   Manager,   Water  Department,   explained  that 
San  Francisco  has  approximately  63,000  acres  of  watershed  land  which 
does  not  have  general  access  to  the  public.     The  purpose  of  the 
watershed  land  is  to  produce  water  of  the  highest  quality.  In 
recent  years,    there  has  been  public  and  political  pressure  to  open 
up  these  watershed  lands  primarily  for  recreational  purposes.  Mr, 
Vasconcellos  said  that  the  overall  goal  of  the  planning  studies  is 
to  develop  policies  that  will  guide  the  department   in  managing  these 
land  and  water   resources  in  future  years  and  to  balance  the  water 
supply  and  water  quality  needs,   environmental  concerns,  revenue 
generation  functions  and  recreational  proposals. 

Commissioner  Makras  raised  issues  around  the  amount  of  money  needed 
for  these  studies,    the  purpose  of  these  studies  and  why  these 
studies  were  needed.     Mr.  Vasconcellos  replied  that  the  primary 
purpose  of  these  studies  would  be  to  give  the  department  final 
overall  policies  on  how  to  use  the  land.     They  would  involve  doing  a 
preliminary  environmental  assessment  of  the  watershed  area  in  order 
to  protect  San  Francisco's  interests  in  these  land  and  water 
resources.     Mr.   Elzey  stated  that  these  studies  would  give  the 
department  a  backdrop  against  which  the  department  could  assess  and 
evaluate  the  various  proposals  that  are  coming  forth  as  developments 
and  communities   in  those  areas  are  steadily  increasing. 

Commissioner  Makras  remarked  that  he  was  not  prepared  to  vote  for  $2 
million  worth  of  studies  to  determine  whether  or  not  the  watershed 
land  could  be  used  for  other  purposes  other  than  watershed.  He 
stated  that  all  options  should  be  looked  at  in  terms  of  what  cannot 
be  done  with  the  watershed  land.     Commissioner  Jefferson  suggested 
that  these  items  be  held  over  to  the  next  meeting  to  give  the 
Commission  more  time  to  review  just  what  is  involved  in  these 
s  tud  ies . 


92-091 


Item  No.  17  Presentation  on  segments  of  the  Municipal  Railway's 
1992-2001  Short  Range  Transit  Plan. 


Mr.   Phil  Chin,   Deputy  General  Manager,   Municipal  Railway,   gave  a 
presentation  on  the  1992-2001  Short  Range  Transit  Plan.     This  plan 
is  a  mandated  document  that   is  required  to  be  submi tted  by  Ju ly  of 
each  year  in  draft  form  to  the  Metropolitan  Transportation 
Commission  <MTC)    and  the  Federal  Transit  Administration   (FTA)  in 
order  to  meet  their  funding   requirements.     Mr.   Chin  said  that  the 
Short  Range  Transit  Plan  could  be  a  tool   for  a   living,  changing, 
interactive  and  evolutionary  strategic  planning  process  that  fully 
involves  members  of  the  public.     Mr.  Chin  outlined  the  proposed 
schedule  of  the  Short  Range  Transit  Plan  and  said  that  staff  would 
be  bringing  segments  of  the  plan  before  the  Commission  every  two 
weeks  providing  them  the  opportunity  to  review  each  of  the  sections 
of  the  plan  and  discuss  any  changes  to  the  plan  before  it  is 
submitted  to  MTC  in  June. 

Mr.  Pilpel  remarked  that  this  plan  should  be  available  to  the 
communities  for  their  review  and  input . 

Mr.  Mike  S.   Cook,    representing  Automotive  Machinists  Union,  Local 
1305,   stated  that  the  Short  Range  Transit  Plan  has  direct  and 
indirect  impacts  on  members  of  the  union.     He  requested  that  all  the 
unions  that  are  actively  involved  with  the  plan  be  provided  with  a 
summary  of  the  plan. 


************************ 


Resolution  No.   92-0121  --  Authorizing  the  Assistant  General  Manager 
of  Finance  to  apply  for,    accept  and  expend  $43,662,589   from  the  San 
Francisco  County  Transportation  Authority  as  part  of  the  local  match 
and  seed  money  for  various  projects  in  the  Municipal  Railway's 
Capital   Improvement  Program  and  operations  for  1992-93. 


Commissioner  Makras  asked  whether  there  was  a  potential  to  hire 
people  for  various  projects  and  fund  them  through  the  Transportation 
Authority.     Ms.   Michelle  N.   Witt,   Finance  Director,   Bureau  of 
Finance,    replied  that  the  San  Francisco  County  Transportation 
Authority  sets  the  criteria  for  what  they  will  fund  or  not  fund. 
President  Chin  requested  that  staff  prepare  an  analysis  on  what  the 
San  Francisco  County  Transportation  Authority  will  fund. 


On  motion  of  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Hardeman, 
Resolution  Nos.    92-0121  was  approved. 


************************ 


92-092 


Public  Comments 


Mr.    Bobby  Brown,   President,   Transport  Workers  Union,   Local  250A, 
stated  that  Local  250A  negotiated  a  contract  with  the  City.     He  said 
they  could  not   afford  to  give  up  anything  that  was  negotiated  in 
good  faith  with  the  City.     Commissioner  Jefferson  responded  that 
neither  staff  or  this  Commission  had  made  any  reference  or  proposal 
to  opening  up  the  MOU's.     The  questions  raised  were  for  purposes  of 
clarification  only  relative  to  legal  issues. 


************************ 


THEREUPON  THE 


MEETING  WAS  ADJOURNED: 


5:35  P.M. 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 
Secretary 


92-093 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  9Z-0  WO 


WHEREAS,  The  Board  of  Supervisors  is  considering  legislation  supporting 
study  of  the  concept  and  feasibility  of  exporting  reclaimed  and  recycled  water  from  the 
San  Francisco  Bay  Area  for  use  in  agriculture  irrigation,  salinity  repulsion  or  other  viable 
beneficial  reuse  options;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  endorses  the  legislation 
currently  before  the  Board  of  Supervisors  regarding  exporting  reclaimed  and  recycled 
water. 


0171L 

/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

APRIL    14  1992/j  ■   ^  ^ 

at  its  meeting  of   A-J  4^ 

h 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No 


RESOLVED,  That  on  recoimnendation  of  the  General  Manager 
of  Public  Utilities,  the  PUC  Finance  Director  and  the  City 
Attorney,  this  Commission  hereby  requests  the  Controller  to  allot 
funds  and  to  draw  warrants  against  such  funds  as  are  or  will  be 
available  in  payment  of  claims  against  the  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  as  shown  below. 


CLAIMANT  &  ACCIDENT  NO.    &  ACCIDENT 

COURT  NO.  SPECIFIED  SPECIALS     TYPE         DATE  PI/PD  SETTLEMENT 

PRAYER 


Non-Litigated: 
None 

Litigated: 
None 

Judgment: 

Johanna  Thelen         16920-3  N/A  N/A  06-15-90     PI  $19,551.20* 

San  Mateo  $1,000,000.00 
Superior 
Court  #361-144 


TOTAL  SETTLEMENT  (1)  $19,551.20 
*$17,500.00  principal  plus  $2,051.20  costs 

INDEX  410050  SUB  OBJECT  1450 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


at  its  meeting  of , 


APRIL  H1992 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commis^on 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.    3fZ-^U  IQ^ 

WHEREAS,  Under  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2074,  an 
existing  8-inch  cast  iron  main  which  was  installed  in  1880  needs  to  be  replaced;  and 

WHEREAS,  Bids  for  this  work  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  March  3, 
1992;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  Commission's  Director  of  Contract  Compliance  determined  that 
implementation  of  MBE/WBE/LBE  preferences  provided  for  in  Ordinance  No.  190-91 
resulted  in  Ranger  Pipelines,  Inc.  and  A.  Ruiz  Construction  Company,  AJV  being  the 
lowest  responsive  bidder;  now  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  awards  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  2074,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  Post  Street 
between  Gough  and  Scott  streets,  in  the  net  amount  of  $283,606.00  to  Ranger  Pipelines, 
Inc.  and  A.  Ruiz  Construction  Company,  AJV,  P.  O.  Box  24109,  San  Francisco,  CA 
94124,  as  the  lowest  responsive  bidder. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoine  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

.     \  APRIL  141992 

at  Its  meeting  of  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUhfTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


RESOLVED.  That  this  Commission  hereby  awards  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  2079,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  Rivera  Street,  38th 
to  41  St  Avenues  and  Various  Locations  on  Pacheco  Street  and  35th,  37th,  39th,  41  st  and 
42nd  Avenues  in  the  net  amount  of  $239,290.00  to  P  &  M  Pipelines  and  Coast-Geo 
Constructors,  Inc.,  AJV,  2440  Taraval  Street.  San  Francisco,  CA  94116  as  the  lowest 
responsive  bidder. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

.  ,    iwnr  14199? 

at  Its  meeting  o/   —  


&Hc  Utilities  Comm i^s ion 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CTTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  Na 


WHEREAS,  Under  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  2085,  the 
existing  4,  6  and  8-inch  cast  iron  mains  which  were  installed  in  1861  and  1870  need  to  be 
replaced;  and 

WHEREAS,  Bids  for  this  work  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  February  18, 
1992;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  Commission's  Utilities  General  Counsel  determined  that  the  low 
bid  submitted  by  P  &  M  Pipelines  and  Coast-Geo  Constructors,  Inc.,  AJV  contained 
significant  errors  and  that  it  is  in  the  best  interest  of  the  City  to  reject  this  bid;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  third  low  bidder,  P  &  J  Utility  Company  protested  the  second  low 
bid  by  Shaw  Pipelines,  Inc.  on  the  basis  that  Shaw  Pipelines,  Inc.  did  not  submit  the 
completed  HRC  Form  3  Compliance  Affidavit  with  their  bid;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  PUC  General  Counsel  determined  that  the  protest  submitted  by 
P  &  J  Utility  Company  was  without  merit;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  Commission's  Contract  Compliance  Director  determined  that  the 
second  low  bid  submitted  by  Shaw  Pipelines,  Inc.  meets  the  requirements  of  the  San 
Francisco  Ordinance  No.  190-91,  MBE/WBE/LBE  preferences;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  withdraw!  by  P  &  M 
Pipelines  and  Coast  Geo  Constructors,  Inc.,  AJV,  of  their  bid  due  to  bidding  errors  as 
being  in  the  best  interest  of  the  City;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  awards  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2085,  8Tnch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  Geary  Street 
between  Jones  and  Kearny  Streets,  in  the  net  amount  of  $361,310  to  the  second  low 
bidder,  Shaw  Pipeline,  Inc.,  5  Thomas  Mellon  Circle,  #234.  San  Francisco,  CA  94134. 

/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


at  its  meeting  of 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  Na 


RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby  note  that  the 
project  which  is  the  subject  of  this  resolution  has  been  determined  by  the  Department  of  City 
Planning  to  be  categorically  exempt  as    Class  1(b)  project  under  the  State  Guidelines 
implementing  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act;  and  be  it  further 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  Bid  Call  as  follows: 

San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2089, 12  and  8  Inch  Ductile 
Iron  Main  Installation  in  Powell  Street  between  Lombard  and  Jefferson  Streets  and  in  Mason 
Street  between  Lombard  and  Chestnut  Streets. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  fbregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  .f  '     APRIL      U  1992  


'ec'rera'fv,  Publftftftilities  Commissio. 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


RESOLVED,  Thai  ihis  Commission  liereby  awards  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  2099,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  Spruce  Street, 
Euclid  Avenue  and  other  streets  in  the  Laurel  Heights  Area  in  the  net  amount  of 
$188,980.00  to  Uniacke  Construction.  Inc.  5698  Diamond  Heights.  San  Francisco,  CA 
94131  as  the  lowest  responsive  bidder. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  ftPi^i  141992  


Secretary,  PuWie  Uimtiea 


ies  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  Na  -0107 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  accepts  the  work  performed  under 
Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract  No.  HH-805R,  Holm  Powerhouse  Slope 
Stabilization,  as  satisfactorily  completed;  approves  Credit  Contract  Modification 
No.  1  in  the  amount  of  $50,404.15;  authorizes  assessing  $1,000  in  liquidated 
damages;  and  authorizes  final  payment  of  $13,198.24. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


at  its  meeting  of 


APRIL     14  1992 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,  the  Bureau  of  Energy  Conservation  is  established  in 
part  to  achieve  energy  cost  reductions  in  municipal  operations;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  State  of  California  under  Senate  Bill  880  has 
provided  funds  to  the  California  Energy  Commission  to  provide  free 
technical  support  services  for  energy  efficiency  in  local 
governments  through  its  Energy  Partnership  Program;  and 


WHEREAS,   the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  is  qualified  to 
participate  in  the  Energy  Partnership  Program  of  the  California 
Energy  Commission;  and 


WHEREAS,   the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  recognizes  that 
this  technical  assistance  will  permit  better  use  of  limited  staff 
resources  and  provide  valuable  assistance  for  the  reduction  of 
energy  use  in  City  facilities;   now,  THEREFORE,   be  it 


RESOLVED,   that  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  requests  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  to  authorize  the  Bureau  of  Energy  Conservation 
to  apply  for  and  accept  free  engineering  and  technical  support 
services  from  the  Energy  Partnership  Program  of  the  California 
Energy  Commission  to  conduct  analysis  on  energy  conservation 
projects  in  municipal  facilities. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  Us  meeting  nf       m\l       H  1992   


Secretary',  Public 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  designates  the  following 
dates  and  places  to  consider  amendments  to  the  Municipal  Railway  Fare 
Schedul e : 

1.  Tuesday,  May  26.  1992  at  5:00  pm  in  Room  282  City  Hall,  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission's  hearing  room;  and 

2.  Thursday,  May  28.  1992  at  7:00  pm  at  the  Southeast  Community 
Facility.  1800  Oakdale  Avenue,  in  the  Community  Meeting  Room. 

and  be  it  FURTHER 

RESOLVED,  That  the  proposed  changes  and  staff  report  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  and  review  on  Monday,  May  18,  1992  in 
Room    287,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco. 


lOllm 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

APRIL     14  1992 


at  its  meeting  of. 


'e'cretary,  Publfc^Utilities  Commissi 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


92-0110 


WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  wishes  to  express  its  appreciation 
to  Mrs.  Albina  V.  Arietta  on  the  occasion  of  her  retirement  for  over  twenty-one  (21)  years 
of  service  to  this  Commission  and  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  Mrs.  Arietta  began  her  career  with  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  in  1970  as  a  Clerk  Stenographer  in  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  1973,  she  accepted  a  promotion  to  the  General  Manager's  Office 
of  the  Public  Utihties  Commission  and  worked  as  an  Executive  Secretary  for  the  General 
Manager  and  the  Commission  and  on  an  interim  basis  served  as  Acting  Secretary  to  this 
Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  1988,  Mrs.  Arietta  received  an  award  from  the  Mayor's  Employee 
Recognition  Program  in  the  category  of  "Service  to  the  Public"  because  of  her  extremely 
helpful  and  kindly  manner  and  her  sincere  belief  that  as  a  pubUc  servant  it  was  her  duty  to 
be  of  service  to  the  citizens  of  San  Francisco,  regardless  of  the  time  and  effort  taken;  and 

WHEREAS,  While  Mrs.  Arietta  was  in  the  General  Manager's  Office,  she  and 
was  constantly  relied  upon  due  to  her  institutional  and  historical  knowledge  of  procedures 
and  practices  and  she  will  be  sorely  missed  by  her  co  workers;  now  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Members  of  the  Public  Utihties  Commission  hereby 
express  their  appreciation  to  Mrs.  Albina  V.  Arieta  for  21  years  of  dedicated  service  to  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission  and  the  people  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Franciso;  and 
be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  extends  its  best  wishes  to  Mrs. 
Albina  V.  Arietta  and  her  family  for  good  health  imd  happmess  for  many  years  to  come. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


at  its  meeting  of  _    aPRII  J  4  199? 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  I^RANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS.  The  SFWD  must  comply  with  the  California  Surface 
Water  Filtration  and  Disinfection  Treatment  Regulations.  Title  22,  Chapter 
17.  Section  6450,  with  the  construction  of  filtration  treatment  facilities  for 
the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Source;  and 

WHEREAS,  Via  Compliance  Order  No.  02-026.  the  DOHS  has 
mandated  that  the  SFWD  issue  Notice  to  Proceed  for  the  performance  of 
an  Environmental  Impact  Report  and  Conceptual  Engineering  Report  for 
a  Hetch  Hetchy  filtration  treatment  project;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  need  for  professional  services  to  provide  the  very 
complex  and  specialized  environmental  studies  and  analysis  of  all 
potential  environmental  impacts  as  well  as  mitigation  measures  is  needed 
to  avoid  or  minimize  any  adverse  environmental  impacts  or  time  delays; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  need  for  professional  services  to  perform 
comprehensive  studies  and  analysis  and  prepare  the  draft  Environmental 
Impact  Report  for  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Filtration  Plant  project  has  been 
determined;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  expertise  and  services  of  a  consulting  firm  are 
required  and  will  facilitate  the  timely  execution  of  various  environmental 
functions;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funding  will  be  available  in  the  1992/93  SFWD  Capital 
Improvement  Program;  now  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  bid  call  for  the 
San  Francisco  Water  Department  to  request  proposals,  select  and 
recommend  to  this  Commission  a  suitable  consulting  firm  to  provide  the 
required  services  for  the  Environmental  Impact  Report. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


at  its  meeting  of 


APRIL  1^1992 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


-0112 

RESOLUTrON  No.  


WHEREAS,  A  Memorandum  of  Understanding  between  the  Public 
Utilities  Bureau  of  Energy  Conservation  and  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  and  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  was 
entered  into  on  April  17,    1989   in  order  to  establish  a 
procedure  for  cooperating  in  implemention  of  a  comprehensive 
water  and  energy  conservation  program  in  all  grades  of  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Schools;  and 

WHEREAS,  Said  agreement  was  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$24,000  a  year,  including-$9 , 000  from  SFWD  and  $15,000  from 
PUC/BEC,    for  a  period  of  three  years;  and 

WHEREAS,   The  Water  Department  has  determined  that  the 
services  provided  by  this  MOU  are  satisfactory  and  wishes  to 
expand  and  extend  the  existing  program;   now,   therefore,   be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the 
General  Manager  of  the  Water  Department  to  negotiate  and 
execute  a  12  -  month  Modification  to  the  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  with  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District 
and  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  Bureau  of  Energy  for  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $45,000,00  for  which  funding  of  $15,000,00 
is  available  in  SFWD  Appropriation  32-001-691872-126-01, 
$15,000.00  is  available  in  BEC  Subobject  109  and  $15,000.00  in 
DPW  Project  1227W,   Phase  #22765. 


OOOlJ-9 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  WRIL       H  1992  


Secretary,  PuWic  Utilities  Commis 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

cm-  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  Na  


WHEREAS,   This  Commission  by  its  Resolution  #90-0010 
adopted  January  9,   1990  authorized  the  Acting  General  Manager 
of  the  Water  Department  to  negotiate  and  execute  a  professional 
services  agreement  with  Information  and  Support  Services  (ISS) 
for  the  design,   implementation  and  administration  of  a 
system-wide  Water  Education  Program;  and 

WHEREAS,   Said  Agreement  was  to  be  for  a  period  of  24 
months  with  an  option  for  an  additional  12  months  with  costs 
not  to  exceed  $450,000  for  the  36-month  period;  and 

WHEREAS,   Said  Agreement  was  funded  on  April  10,    1990  for 
FY  1990-91  only  in  the  amount  of  $150,000;  and 

WHEREAS,   This  Commission  by  its  Resolution  #91-0404 
adopted  December  10,   1991  authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the 
Water  Department  to  negotiate  and  execute  the  second  12  months 
of  the  Agreement  with  funding  not  to  exceed  $114,656  for 
FY  1991-92;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Water  Department  has  determined  that  the 
services  provided  by  ISS  are  satisfactory  and  wishes  to 
exercise  the  option  to  extend  the  Agreement  for  the  final  12 
months;   now,   therefore,   be  it 

RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the 
General  Manager  of  the  Water  Department  to  negotiate  and 
execute  the  final  12  months  of  the  Agreement  with  ISS  for  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $197,346  of  which  $185,346  shall  be 
provided  by  the  Water  Department  and  is  available  in  SFWD 
Appropriation  32-001-691865-1003-12  6-01  and  $12,000  shall  be 
provided  by  the  Depa r tment  of  Public  Works  and  is  available  in 
a  DPW  appropriation. 


0402X-6 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

'APRIL     14 1992 

at  its  meeting  of         firn  i  u 
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^■^^^^^"tary^Pubi 


Ic  utilities  Commissi 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CnV  AND  COUNTY  Of  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  a  Debit  Modification 
providing  funds  in  the  amount  of  $5,005.34  to  adjust  the  contract  amount  to 
reflect  the  actual  value  of  work  performed  and  material  received  and  an 
extension  of  time  of  345  days  to  the  contract  term  of  Municipal  Railway 
Contract  No.  MR-1009-R  Metro  Subway  System,   Wet  Standpipe  System  Repair  and 
Certification,   which  is  to  be  funded  under  Fund  Group  31-001,   and  be  it 
further 

RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  accepts  the  work  performed  under  Municipal 
Railway  Contract  No.  MR-1009-R,   Metro  Subway  System,  Wet  Standpipe  System 
Repair  and  Certification  and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of 
$10,589.59  to  the  Contractor,   Transbay  Fire  Protection,    1257  Quarry  Lane, 
#410,    Pleasanton,    CA  94566. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  APR  1  L       I  ^  1992   


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commtssfffn 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNIV  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

1  A    >  ,  "  ^ 

RESOLUTION  No.  ^"^ 


NHEREAS.  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  (PUC)  contracts  with 
Burns  International  Security  Services  to  provide  security  services  at 
Muni ' s  f aci 1 i  ti  es  ;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  PUC  wishes  to  supplement  the  existing  Public 
Utilities  Commission  security  contract  with  Burns  by  $200,000  to  maintain 
the  existing  level  of  services;  and 

WHEREAS,  up  to  $150,000  in  surplus  funds  is  available  for  this 
purpose  from  the  Muni  budget  for  Light,  Heat  and  Power;  now  THEREFORE,  be 
it 

RESOLVED,  That  up  to  $150,000  in  surplus  funds  from  Light,  Heat 
and  Power,  Object  330  will  be  reallocated  to  Contractual  Services.  Object 
109,  to  maintain  the  existing  level  of  security  services  at  Muni's 
facilities,  and  be  it  FURTHER 

RESOLVED.  That  PUC  staff  will  identify  other  surplus  funds  that 
can  be  reallocated  for  the  balance  of  the  estimated  security  costs. 


JL:1n)s/1010in 

/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
a.  ...  ^eecin,  APRIL      M  1992  


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTrON  No. 


WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  wislies  to  express  its 
appreciation  to  IVIr.  Mitsu  Naito  on  the  occasion  of  his  retirement  for  his 
thirty-four  (34)  years  of  service  to  this  Commission  and  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  Mr.  Naito  is  to  be  commended  for  his  dedication  to  the 
San  Francisco  Water  Department  and  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
as  an  engineer  and  manager  on  such  capital  improvement  projects  as 
University  Mound  Reservoir  South  Basin,  Crystal  Springs  and 
Polhemous  Flouridation  Stations  and  Bay  Division  Pipeline  No.  4;  and 

WHEREAS,  Mr.  Naito's  leadership  and  vision  as  the  Manager  of 
Contracts  Administration  and  later  Manager  of  Engineering  Services 
has  left  a  strong  legacy  of  high  performance  and  attention  to  quality  at 
the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  people  of  San  Francisco  and  the  Bay  Area  water 
users  have  benefitted  from  Mr.  Naito's  management  of  the  $100  million 
bond  program  to  increase  the  capacity  and  improve  the  technology  of 
water  filtration  at  the  San  Andreas  Water  Treatment  Plant,  to  replace 
the  55-year-old  Calavaras  Pipeline  and  to  upgrade  the  facilities  at  the 
San  Antonio  Pump  Station  and  Sunol  Valley  Water  Treatment  Plant; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  project  managers  and  engineers  assigned  to 
Water  Department  projects  have  grown  in  understanding,  knowledge 
and  sl<ill  largely  through  Mr.  Naito's  expert  tutelage  and  patient 
development  of  their  talents  and  abilities  while  he  served  as  Senior 
Project  Manager;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  members  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
acknowledges  its  debt  to  Mr.  Mitsu  Naito  for  his  exemplary  service  to 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  submits  its  thanks  to  Mr.  Mitsu 
Naito  for  his  accomplishments  and  extends  its  best  wishes  to  him  and 
his  family  for  good  health  and  happiness  for  many  years  to  come. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


at  its  meeting  of 


APRIL  141992 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


117 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  wishes  to  express  its  appreciation 
to  Mr.  Lonnie  Lawson  on  the  occasion  of  his  retirement  for  his  twenty-nine  (29) 
years  of  service  to  this  Commission  and  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  Mr.  Lawson  is  to  be  commended  for  his  dedication  to  the  San  Francisco 
Water  Department,  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power,  and  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
as  a  construction  inspector  on  numerous  capital  improvement  projects,  most  notably 
the  electrification  of  the  24-Di visadero,  1-California  and  31-Balboa  bus  lines  and 
the  J-Line  Connection;  and 

WHEREAS,  Through  very  special  effort,  Mr.  Lawson  advanced  his  career  by 
studying  surveying  at  night  when  he  worked  during  the  day,  and  studying  construction 
during  the  days  when  he  worked  nights,  consistently  improving  his  knowledge  and 
capabilities  for  the  betterment  of  the  City,  and 

WHEREAS,  The  people  of  San  Francisco  have  benefitted  from  Mr.  Lawson's 
conscientious  attention  to  the  safe,  high  quality  construction  of  PUC  facilities  in 
accordance  wi th  the  strictest  standards  of  performance  and  best  management 
practices;  and 

WHEREAS,  Mr.  Lawson's  volunteer  efforts  with  the  Housing  Conservation  and 
Development  Corporation  and  the  Open  Space  Advisory  Committee  since  the  early  1980's 
have  resulted  in  more  low  cost  housing  opportunities  for  senior  citizens  and  the 
creation  of  urban  parks  where  vacant  lots  existed  in  the  Ingleside  District,  setting 
forth  an  example  of  inspired  leadership  and  care  for  the  future  of  San  Francisco; 
now,  therefore ,  be  i t 

RESOLVED,  That  the  members  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  acknowledges  its 
debt  to  Mr.  Lonnie  Lawson  for  his  exemplary  service  to  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  both  in  and  off  the  job;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  submits  its  thanks  to  Mr.  Lawson  for  his 
accomplishment  and  extends  its  best  wishes  to  him  and  his  family  for  good  health  and 
happiness  for  many  years  to  come. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  ^      APRIL  H1992  


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS.  The  San  Francisco  Water  Department  (SFWD)  must 
comply  with  the  State  of  California  Surface  Water  Filtration  and 
Disinfection  Treatment  Regulations.  Title  22,  Chapter  17,  Section  6450, 
by  constructing  filtration  facilities  for  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Source; 
and 

WHEREAS,  Via  Compliance  Order  No.  02-026.  the  State  of 
California  Department  of  Health  Services  (DOHS)  has  mandated  that 
the  SFWD  Issue  Notice  to  Proceed  for  the  performance  of  an 
Environmental  Impact  Report  and  Conceptual  Engineering  Report  for 
the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Plant  by  October  1992;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  expertise  and  services  of  a  consulting  engineering 
firm  regularly  engaged  in  the  design  of  large  water  treatment  plants  is 
required  in  order  to  complete  the  design  and  construction  of  the  Hetch 
Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Plant  within  the  DOHS  mandated  time 
constraints;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  City  will  initially  enter  into  an  agreement  with  the 
selected  firm  for  conceptual  engineering  only;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  agreement  will  provide  the  option  for  the  City  to 
retain  the  consulting  firm  for  final  design  and  construction  support 
services  contingent  upon  this  Commission's  approval,  and 

WHEREAS,  The  duration  of  the  proposed  agreement  is  not 
expected  to  exceed  twenty-eight  (28)  months;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  cost  of  conceptual  engineering  is  anticipated  not 
to  exceed  $6,000,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funding  for  the  work  will  be  provided  through  the 
Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Plant  project  already  budgeted  for  in 
the  amount  of  $8,000,000  in  the  Water  Department's  FY  92-93  Capital 
Improvement  Program;  now  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED.  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  Utilities 
Engineering  Bureau  Manager  to  request  proposals,  select  and 
recommend  to  this  Commission  a  suitable  consulting  engineering  firm 
to  provide  the  required  services. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


at  its  meeting  of 


'APRIL  141992 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  _   


WHEREAS,  The  Muni  Metro  Turnaround  project  requires  a  temporary  construction  staging 
area  at  the  eastern  end  of  Justin-Hermann  bus  plaza  by  October  1,  1992  to  begin 
excavation  of  the  tunnel  access  shaft;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  trolley  overhead  lanes  in  the  bus  plaza  must  be  reconstructed  to  permit 
normal  Muni  operations  on  Market  and  Mission  Streets  during  construction  of  the 
underground  tunnel;  and 

WHEREAS,  When  traffic  engineering  studies  and  negotiations  with  downtown  merchants, 
residents  and  businesses  regarding  traffic  flow  took  longer  than  expected,  the  Muni  Metro 
Turnaround  project  team  was  left  with  very  few  options  to  purchase  special  catenary 
equipment  for  the  overhead  reconstruction;  now  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  No.  31  Balboa  Electrification  contract  MR881  with  Abbett-Yick,  A 
Joint  Venture  be  modified  in  the  amount  of  $  194,958  to  purchase  the  special  catenary 
equipment  for  the  Muni  Metro  Turnaround  project;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Muni  Metro  Turnaround  project  will  fund  the  purchase  from  its 
account  no.  726729. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  '"^QiRfif"*  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


at  its  meeting  of . 


^^faryT^bltvV  till 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTY  AND  COUNTY  OP  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  A  continued  commitment  to  the  Improvement  of  public 
transit  1n  San  Francisco  is  crucial  to  Bay  Area  citizen's  basic  social 
mobility  needs,  access  to  jobs  and  service  to  the  elderly  and 
handicapped;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  PUC's  Transit  Legislative  Program  is  a  dynamic 
working  program  reflecting  a  changing  environment  and  needs;  now, 
THEREFORE,  be  it 

RESOLVED.  That  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
adopts  the  1992  Transit  Legislative  Program  recommended  by  the  General 
Manager  and  directs  the  PUC  staff  and  the  City's  advocates  in  Sacramento 
and  Washington,  D.C.,  to  work  towards  Implementing  the  program. 


JL:lms/0999in 

/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

APRIL  141992 

at  Its  meeting  of  nvi\t*~  


ecretary,  PubliclTtili  ties  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CrrV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  '-^IZl 


WHEREAS.  The  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  Resolution  #347-89 
on  May  15,  1989,  approving  a  Transportation  Expenditure  Plan  based  on  a  20-year  1/2% 
sales  tax;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Transportation  Expenditure  Plan  allocates  sales  tax  revenues  to 
Transit  (60%),  Streets  and  Traffic  (30%),  Paratransit  (8%)  and  Transportation  Systems 
Management  (2%);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  PUC  is  the  City  department  responsible  for  carrying  out  certain 
activities  related  to  Transit,  Paratransit  and  Transportation  Systems  Management;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  County  Transportation  Authority  administers  the 
sales  tax  revenues  and  awards  available  funds  to  City  Departments  based  upon  (he  review 
and  rating  of  grant  applications;  and 

WHEREAS.  Funds  received  from  the  Transportation  Authority  will  be  used  as 
matching  local  funds  for  previously  authorized  Federal  grants  and  for  on-going  operations 
as  well  as  seed  money  for  long-temi  projects  that  require  further  definition;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  PUC's  Capital  Projects  Working  Committee  did  review  and 
unanimously  approve  a  program  of  capital  and  operating  expenditures  to  be  included  in 
the  application  to  the  Transportation  Authority  for  1992-93;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Pubhc  Utihties  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  Assistant 
General  Manager  of  Finance  to  apply  for,  accept  and  expend  $43,662,589  from  the  San 
Francisco  County  Transportation  Authority  as  part  of  the  local  match  and  seed  money  for 
various  projects  in  the  Municipal  Railway's  Capital  Improvement  Program  and  operations 
for  1992-93;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  appUcation  shall  comprise  the  following  components  and 
amounts: 

Capital  $39,522,314 
Operations  4.110.275 
Total  $43,662,589 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

,,     \     ,      'APklf  141992 

at  its  meeting  of  .   

PublicTf  till  ties  Commissioiy 


PUBLIC  UTILITTES  COMMISSION  — 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


FRANK  M.  JORDAN 
Mayor 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY 


HETCH  HETCHV 
WATER  AND  POWER 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
WATER  DEPARTMENT 


April  17,  1992 


NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING 
TO  CONSIDER  MODIFICATIONS 
TO  THE  SCHEDULE  OF  RATES, 
FARES  AND  CHARGES  OF  THE 
SAN  FRANCISCO  MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  will  conduct  a  public  hearing  to  consider  modifications  to  the  Schedule  of 
Rates,  Fares  and  Charges  of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  to  increase  fares  in  all 
categories.  The  public  hearing  will  be  held:  1)  Tuesday.  May  26,  1992,  at  4:00  p.m.,  in 
Room  282,  City  Hall;  and  2)  Thursday,  May  28.  1992,  at  7:00  p.m..  at  the  Southeast 
Community  Facility,  1800  Oakdaie  Avenue,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

Copies  of  the  staff  report  will  be  available  for  public  review  beginning  April  29,  1992  in 
Room  287,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

All  interested  parties  are  invited  to  attend  the  pubUc  hearing  and  present  their  views. 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 
Secretary 
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San  Francisco  Water  Department 


MEMORANDUM 


DATE 


April  22.  1992 


TO: 


Thomas  J.  Elzey 

General  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


RE: 


FROM 


Monthly  Report  ofi  March  Activities 


John  P.  MuUaae 
General  Manager 


OPERATIONS 


Storage .    The  month-end  status  of  local  storage  reservoirs  is  shown  on  the 
accompanying  Figure  1.    The  storage  levels  in  the  Peninsula  Division 
reservoirs  at  the  end  of  March  amounted  to  25.7  million  gallons  or  86%  of 
capacity.    For  the  Suburban  system  as  a  whole,  storage  amounted  to  52.3 
million  gallons  and  67%  of  capacity  compared  to  35.6  million  gallons  or  46%  of 
capacity  at  the  same  time  last  year. 

Production.    Water  supplied  by  Hetch  Hetchy  and  the  production  of  local  water 
treatment  plants  are  shown  on  the  accompanying  Figure  2. 

Consumption.    Gross  water  deliveries  to  San  Francisco  customers  and  the 
suburban  area  are  displayed  on  the  accompanying  Figure  3. 


Temporary  Storage  of  Purchased  Water 

Negotiations  were  successfully  completed  with  the  Kern  County  Water  Agency  for 
the  storage  of  SFWD  water  purchased  from  the  State  Water  Emergency  Bank  in 
Kern  County's  groundwater  aquifer  system.    This  was  a  long  and  laborious 
process  that  took  approximately  three  months  to  complete;  with  the  securing  of 
the  State  Department  of  Water  Resources  sign-off  on  March  31st,  approximately 
17,000  acre  feet  of  water  was  "transferred"  to  Kern  County  Water  Agency.  The 
inability  to  find  an  appropriate  storage  facility  for  this  water  would  have 
resulted  in  the  water  spilling  from  San  Luis  Reservoir  and  being  lost  to  the 
SFWD  service  area.    Under  the  terms  of  the  agreement,  the  water  can  be 
returned  to  San  Francisco  at  its  call  based  on  a  schedule  that  is  mutually 
agreeable.    This  water  will  be  used  in  the  development  of  supply  projections 
for  the  1992-93  fiscal  year. 


DEPARTMENT  ACTIVITIES 


Groundwater  Master  Plan 


SFWD  has  been  involved  in  efforts  to  develop  a  new  well  system  on  the  west 
side  of  the  City.    These  wells,  known  as  the  Sunset  Hells,  would  replace 
existing  non-functioning  wells  in  the  Sunset  District  which  were  basically 
decommissioned  in  the  early  50's  when  the  Hetchy  water  supply  came  on  line. 
In  recent  discussions  with  the  Office  of  Environmental  Review  of  the  City 
Planning  Department,  it  was  determined  that  not  only  would  an  environmental 
review  be  necessary  prior  to  activation  of  this  well  system  but  also  that 
recent  legislation  would  require  preparation  of  a  groundwater  master  plan, 
similar  to  the  reclaimed  water  master  plan  now  under  development.  The 
preparation  of  a  Request  for  Proposals  for  both  an  environmental  review  and 
design  of  a  groundwater  master  plan  has  been  undertaken  and  should  be 
presented  to  the  Commission  in  late  April  or  early  May.    It  is  estimated  that 
this  well  field  could  provide  an  alternate  water  supply  in  the  range  of  5-10 
mgd . 

Fish  and  Game  Presentation 

At  the  request  of  SFWD,  the  Regional  Director  of  the  State  Department  of  Fish 
and  Game  provided  a  half-day  training  session  for  management  and  supervisory 
personnel.    This  seminar  was  presented  by  three  members  of  the  Fish  and  Game 
staff  and  covered  a  number  of  areas  extremely  pertinent  to  the  Department's 
activities.    Emphasis  was  placed  on  the  impact  of  construction  and  maintenance 
activities  on  the  watershed,  the  need  for  securing  appropriate  permits  and  the 
creation  of  an  environmental  sensitivity. 

San  Andreas  Treatment  Plant 

Two  areas  of  note  in  regard  to  the  San  Andreas  Treatment  Plant:  (1)  work 
continued  on  the  plant  expansion  from  120  to  180  mgd  and  the  installation  of 
an  ozonation  treatment  process.    The  plant  has  been  off  line  during  the  months 
of  February  and  March  and  will  continue  through  the  month  of  April  so  as  to 
allow  for  the  tie-in  of  the  new  and  existing  facilities.    During  the  interim, 
the  balance  of  the  system  is  being  utilized  in  such  a  fashion  that  there 
should  be  no  noticeable  difference  to  both  the  resale  and  wholesale  customers; 
(2)  work  continues  in  developing  the  protocol  for  the  transferring  of  the 
operations  and  maintenance  of  this  plant  and  other  treatment  facilities  from 
the  Water  Quality  Division  to  the  Water  Supply  Division.    This  is  undertaken 
under  the  auspices  of  the  departmental  reorganization  that  will  provide  for 
greater  flexibility  and  utilization  of  resources  within  the  Water  Quality 
Division  and  will  incorporate  responsibility  for  the  operation  and  maintenance 
of  all  facilities  within  the  suburban  operations  under  one  jurisdiction,  the 
Water  Supply  Di vi sion . 
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Conservation  Activities 


Ongoing  activities  occurred  in  a  number  of  areas  during  the  month  of  March. 
These  Included  development  of  an  MOU  between  SFWD,  the  Energy  Conservation 
Bureau  and  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  for  the  continuation  of 
conservation  activities  at  Fort  Funston;  finalization  of  a  contract  extension 
with  ISS  for  the  development  of  the  third  phase  of  the  school  education 
program;  formatting  of  the  spring  edition  of  SFWD's  Waterways;  and  work  on  the 
City  Department  retrofit  program.    It  should  also  be  noted  that  the 
Department's  Water  Conservation  Administrator  retired  under  the  Prop  A  plan; 
Kim  Kinna.  Water  Conservation  staff,  has  assumed  the  responsibilities  of  the 
position  on  an  acting  basis. 
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Mater  Supply 


1.  Hetch  Hetchy  water  import:    An  average  of  160.6  million  gallons  per  day 
(MGD)  for  the  month  of  March. 

2.  Sunol  Valley  Filtration  Plant  treated  4.8  MGD. 
San  Andreas  Filtration  Plant  treated  0.0  MGD. 

3.  Consumption  (MGD  average): 

March  1992  -  172.7)  14.5  percent  more 

March  1991  -  150.8) 


March  1992  -  172.7)  28.1  percent  less 

March  1977  -  240.1) 


12  months  preceding 

April  1,  1992  -  200.0  8.9  percent  less 

April  1 ,  1991  -  219.5 

4.      Storage  (million  gallons)  as  of  April  1: 


1991 


1992 


Increase 
-  Decrease 


%  Full 
Capaci  ty 


Alameda  Div.  (Capacitv  48.014) 


18,338 


26,597 


8.259 


55 


Peninsula  Div.  (Capacity  29.783) 


17,258 


25,702 


8.444 


86 


Total  (Maximum  Capacity  77.797) 


35,596 


52.299 


16.703 


67 
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CONTINUING  PROGRAMS 


Leases  and  Permits.  The  lease  payments,  royalties  or  percentage  of  revenue 
received  during  the  month  of  March  from  accounts  listed  below  are  as  follows 

Santa  Clara  Sand  and  Gravel  $14,683.78 

Sunol  Golf  Course  26.175.09 

Crystal  Springs  Golf  Course  19,910.63 

Mission  Valley  Rock  32,656.85 


Fl ushi no.    Water  main  flushing  will  be  done  on  an  as-needed  basis. 


0005D 
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CITY  MAINS  S.F.W.D. 

MARCH  1992 

MO.  YR.  PREP.   BY:         J.  PELAYO 


WD 

CONTRACT 
NUMBER 

PROJECT 

EST. 
LENGTH 
(Feet) 

ESTIMATED 
COST 
($) 

PERCI 
COMPI 

PERIOD 

^NT 
.ETE 

TOTAL 

•  Scheduled 
:  Completion 

of  Plans 
:  and  Specs. 

REMARKS  : 

WD-2064 

36-INCH  Main  in 
Dolores  Street,  25th 
Street,   Sanchez  Street 
and  22nd  Street,  San 
Jose  Avenue  to  Castro 
Street. 

7,800 

3, 397,000 

3 

98 

■  APR.,  1992 
(Revised) 

Feeder  Main  : 
to  complete  : 
Sunset  Loop  : 

WD-2072 

12-IN. ,   8-IN.   &  6-IN. 
Main  and  Hydrants  in 
the  Embarcadero, 
Market  to  Folsom  Street 

500 

150,000 

5 

85 

JULY,  1992 

Mains  and  : 
Hydrants  : 
Relocation  : 
UEB  Muni  : 
Turnaround  : 
Project  : 

WD-2097 

8-INCH  D.I.  Main  in 
Front,   Broadway  and 
Davis  Street. 

2,780 

525,000 

5 

65 

MAY,  1992 
(Revised) 

Main  : 
Replacement  : 

12-INCH  D.I.  Main  in 
Medical  Road. 

2,  250 

270,000 

0 

95 

JUNE,  1992 
(Revised) 

Main  : 
Extension  : 
UC  Medical  : 
project  : 

WD-2098 

8-INCH  D.I.   Main  in 
China  Basin  Street  froi 
3rd  Street  main  to  600 
feet  esterly. 

600 

n 

0 

80 

ON  HOLD 
(Mission  Bay; 

Main  : 
Replacement  : 

MARCH 


1992 
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WD 
CONTRACT 
NUMBER 

:  PROJECT 

:  EST. 
:  LENGTH 
:  (Feet) 

:  ESTIMATED 
:  COST 
:  ($) 

:  PERC 
:  COMP 

:  PERIOD 

ENT 
LETE 

:  TOTAL 

:  Scheduled 
:  Completion 
:     of  Plans 
:   and  Specs. 

:  REMARKS 

WD-2100 

: 8-INCH  Ductile  Iron 

*  Ms  in    in   T'fcsa't"  C-hv^ici-t- 
iJQ-ni   -Lii   ijLcdL  ot-ieeu 

between  20th  Street 

and  26th  Street. 

:  3,450 

:  501,000 

:  5 

:  60 

:   JULY,  1992 
:  (Revised) 

:  Main 

:  Replacement 

WD-2 101 

o  iriLn  u.i.   Main  in 
Green  Street  between 
Kearny  and  Taylor 
Streets.   Taylor  Street 
between  Green  Street 
and  Lombard  Street. 

:  3,780 

:  851,000 

:  5 

:  65 

:   JULY,  1992 
:  (Revised) 

:  Main 

:  Replacement 

6-lNCH  D.I.   Main  in 
Tehama  Street,   West  of 
Second  Street. 

120 

50, 000 

0 

45 

.  Inactive 
Delayed  by 
Developer 

:  Main 

:  Replacement 
Developer 

Hydrant  on  Bayshore 
Duu j.evara  at.  o 1 1 ver 
Avenue. 

20 

6,  030 

0 

30 

JUNE,  1992 
(Revised) 
(ON  HOLD) 

Hydrant 
Relocation 
Cal.  Trans. 
Fwy  Retrofit' 
Project  : 

WD-2108  : 

8-INCH  D.I.  Main  in 
Post  Street,   Scott  to  : 
Baker  Streets.  : 
Presidio  Avenue,   Post  : 
to  California  Streets.: 

3  200  . 

480 , 000  : 

10 

50 

MAY  1992 
(Revised) 

Mfl  in 

i  iu  J.  i  1  • 

Replacement  : 

8-INCH  D.I.   Main  in  : 
Diana  Street  between  : 
Williams  and  Thornton  : 
Streets.  : 

450  : 

100,000  : 

0  : 

65  : 

(ON     HOLD)  : 

Main  : 
Extension  : 
Developer 
Project  : 

MARCH 


1992 
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WD 

CONTRACT 
NUMBER 

:  PROJECT 

:  EST. 
:  LENGTH 
:  (Feet) 

:  ESTIMATED 
:  COST 
:  ($) 

:  PERC 
:  COM? 

:  PERIOD 

ENT 
LETE 

:  TOTAL 

:  Scheduled 
:  Completion 
:     of  Plans 
:  and  Specs. 

:       REMARKS  : 

WD-2116 

:existing  22"  W.I.  Main 
in  Valencia  St.  betweei 
14th  and  17th 'Streets 

.         lo  00 

:        486 , 000 

:  0 

:  30 

:  JULY,  1992 
:  (Revised) 

:  Feeder  Main  : 
:  Replacement  : 

WD-2117 

o  xi\t„n  u.i.   Nam  in 
Grant  Avenue  between 
Sutter  Street  and 
Broadway. 

3  3  00 

:       770 , 000 

:  0 

:  10 

:  NOV. ,  1992 
(ON  HOLD- 
Coordinate 
with  other 
utility  work 

:  Main  : 
:  Replacement  : 

: 

WD-2120 

8-INCH  D.I.   Main  in 
Hyde  Street  between 
McAllister  Street  and 
California  Street. 

4  ,400 

704, 000 

0 

25 

JUNE,  1992 
(Revised) 

Main  : 
Replacement  : 

WD-2121  . 

8-INCH  D.I.  Main  in 
Bayshore  Blvd.  between, 
Oakdale  and  Industrial. 

1,920 

230,000 

10 

70  : 

MAY,  1992 

Main  : 
Replacement  : 

WD-2122  : 

8-INCH  D.I.  Main  in  : 
Geary  Blvd.  and  Arguel] 
Blvd.   between  5th  Ave.: 
and  Fulton  Street.  : 

3,780  : 
.o  : 

599,000  : 

10  : 

70  : 

MAY,    1992  : 

Main  : 
Replacement  ; 

GORDON  CHIN 

PRESIDENT 

VICTOR  G  MAKRAS 

VICE  PRESIDENT 

PATRICtA  CARSON 
MICHAEL  E  HARDEMAN 
JAMES  D.  JEFFERSON 


"rUHLIU  U  IILI I  Its  UOMWIISSIUN  " 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

FRANK  M,  JORDAN,  MAVon 
THOMAS  J  El-ZEY,  general  manager 


UTILITIES  ENGINEERING  BUREAU 
RICHARD  E.  BRANDT,  manager 


MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY 
WATER  DEPARTMENT 


HETCH  HETCHY 
WATER  AND  POWER 


April  27,  1992 


MEMORANDUM 


TO: 


FROM: 


SUBJECT: 


Members.  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Commissioner  Gordon  Chin,  President 
Commissioner  Victor  G.  Makras,  Vice  President 
Commissioner  James  D.  Jefferson 
Commissioner  Michael  E.  Hardeman 
Thomas  J.  Elzey.  General  Manager 


Richard  E.  Brandt.  Manager 


Utilities  Engineering  Bureau' 


AUTHORIZATION  OF  CONTRACT  MODIFICATIONS 


By  PUC  Resolution  No.  88-0115  dated  April  12,  1988,  the  Commission  delegated  to  the  Manager, 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau,  the  authority  to  execute  construction  contract  modifications  in  amounts  up 
to  $50,000.00  or  10%  of  the  original  contract  amount. 

Summarized  below  are  all  contract  modifications  executed  during  the  period  January  1,  1992  through 
March  31,  1992. 

MR-888  -  No.  30  Stockton  Line  Trolley  Coach  Overhead  Reconstruction 
Contract  Modification  No.  1.  a  debit  of  $18,979.86. 
Provided  for  the  following  work: 

a.  furnish  and  install  a  concrete  ramp  to  the  existing  fare  collection  island  at  Green 
Center; 

b.  provide  electrical  hook-up  to  the  new  farebox  vaults. 

Total  Contract  Modifications  for  MR-888  =  $18,979.86.  (0.4%  of  Contract) 
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HH-83I  -  Moccasin  Power  House  Interior  Repair  and  Painting 

Contract  Modification  No.  1.  a  debit  of  $4,850.00. 

Provided  for  preparing,  cleaning  and  painting  the  following  items  in  accordance  with  the 
manufacturer's  recommendation: 

a.  2  each  TSOV  (Turbine  Shutoff  Valve)  buttertly  valve  and  related  work 

b.  2  each  bypass  shutoff  valves  and  related  piping 

c.  2  each  bypass  angle  valves  and  related  piping 

Total  Contract  Modifications  for  HH-831  =  $4,850.00.  (8.2%  of  Contract) 
WD-2060  -  San  Andreas  Water  Treatment  Plant  Expansion  No.  2 

Contract  Modification  No.  5,  a  debit  of  $40,322.00. 
Provided  for  the  following  work: 

a.  change  material  to  stainless  steel  for  sodium  hypochlorite  piping  penetration 
detail  revision  at  ozone  contactor; 

b.  chip  and  grind  concrete  wall  for  valve  installation; 

c.  change  operator  power  requirement  from  3  phase  to  single  phase; 

d.  substitute  specified  3-way  switches  with  3-position  3-position  momentary  contact 
switches; 

e.  install  temporary  sump  pump  at  gate  pit  in  order  to  prevent  water  flow  down 
existing  66"  line  on  time  and  material  basis; 

f.  procure  prefabricated  storage  building  and  2  prefabricated  sheet  metal  lockers; 

g.  add  6-inch  curb  inside  of  corewall  and  three  20-foot  long  #6  rebar  per  vertical 
stressing  bar. 

Contract  Modification  No.  6.  a  debit  of  $36,015.00. 
Provided  for  the  following  work: 

a.  revise  hardware  schedule,  fire  rating,  or  opening  direction  for  doors  #1 ,  2,  9,  10. 
22,  32.  36,  42,  95  and  96; 

b.  add  18"  EPDM  seal  replacements;  delete  20'  of  16"  steel  pipe,  two  16"  90 
degree  ells,  five  20"  concrete  cores,  three  16"  linkseals,  two  penetration 
grouting,  three  16"  uniflanges.  two  16"  steel  bumped  head  removals,  shutdown 
and  installation  in  the  settled  water  channel/filter  boxes; 

c.  widen  the  pad  for  wider  than  expected  actual  switchgear  width,  delete  the  interior 
grade  beams  and  deepening  of  perimeter  grade  beams; 
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d.  revise  control  logic  including  rerouting  of  the  sodium  hypochlorite  pump  system; 

e.  change  conduit  schedule; 

f.  add  lighting  in  the  corral  area; 

g.  modify  pan  details  to  increase  the  effective  concrete  beam  sections  by  deleting 
hollow  sections  in  the  slab  in  the  Ozone  Building; 

h.  add  a  2.5'  by  4'  window  to  allow  viewing  the  compressor  room  from  Stair  No. 
1  landing; 

i.  add  ceiling  roll  insulation  to  Rooms  #101.  104,  107  and  108; 

j.         procure  and  install  4  KV  Bus  and  connectors  to  PG&E  switchgear; 

k.        reimburse  the  City  by  the  contractor  for  expenses  incurred  during  raw  water 

pump  factory  test  witnessing  in  Cincinnati  in  accordance  with  Specification 

Section  11213-3.0IA. 

Total  Contract  Modifications  for  WD-2060  =  $623,955.00.  (1.9%  of  Contract) 


puccommi 


MINUTES 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF   SAN  FRANCISCO 

Frank  M.  Jordan 
Mayor 

REGULAR  MEETING 

Room  282,   City  Hall 
2 : 00  P.M. 
April  28,  1992 

COMMISSIONERS 
Gordon  Chin,  President 
Victor  G.   Makras,   Vice  President 


James  D.  Jefferson 


Patricia  A.  Carson 


Michael  E .  Hardeman 


DEPARTMENTS 


BUREAUS 


Hetch  Hetchy  Project 


Energy  Conservation 


Municipal  Railway 


Engineering  and 
Construction  Management 


Water  Department 


Financial  Management 


Inf ormat ion  Systems 


Management  Efficiency  and 
Productivity 


Personnel  and  Training 


Thomas  J.  Elzey 


GENERAL  MANAGER 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 


SECRETARY 


92-094 


Call  to  Order  2:15  P.M. 


Present:     Vice  President  Victor  G.  Makras,   Commissioner  James  D. 

Jefferson,  Commissioner  Patricia  A.  Carson,  Commissioner 
Michael  E.  Hardeman 

Excused:     President  Gordon  Chin 

Vice  President  Makras  presided  as  President. 


On  motion  of  Commissioner  Jefferson,   seconded  by  Commissioner 
Hardeman,   the  Minutes  of  the  regular  meeting  of  April   14,    1992  were 
approved. 


A  tape  of  the  meeting  is  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission. 


RESOLUTION 
NO 


92-0122  GM 


On  motion  of  Makras,    seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Commending  Gordon  Chin  for  his  award  winning  efforts 
in  finding  solutions  to  the  problem  of  homelessness . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Makras,   Jefferson,   Carson,  Hardeman 


92-0123  GM 


On  motion  of  Makras,   seconded  by  Jefferson,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Rejecting  the  concept  of  increasing  the  Municipal 
Railway  fare  to  $1.25,    as  proposed  by  the  Mayor. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Makras,   Jefferson,  Cavson 
Noes  -  Ha rdeman 


92-0124  GM 


On  motion  of  Makras,    seconded  by  Jefferson,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Endorsing  the  concept  of  a  pilot  passenger  incentive 
rebate  program . 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Makras,   Jefferson,   Carson,  Hardeman 


92-0125  WD 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,   seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
foil owing   resolution  was  adopted: 

Adopt ing  continuation  of  the  mandatory  2  5%  water 
conservation  program,    including  the  continued  use  of 
excess  use  charges  and  various  water  use 
rest rict  ions . 


VOTE:     Ayes  -  Makras,   Jefferson,   Carson,  Hardeman 


92-095 


RESOLUTION 
NO 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,   seconded  by  Jefferson,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0126       WD         Directing  the  Water  Department  to  continue  the  same 
form  of   residential   rationing  currently  in  use. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,   Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,   seconded  by  Carson,  the 
foil owing  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0127       WD         Adopting  a  revised  Schedule  of  Rates  for  San 
Francisco  and  suburban  retai 1  customers . 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Ha rdeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,   seconded  by  Carson,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0128       WD         Adopting  a  revised  Schedule  of  Rates  for  suburban 
wholesale  customers . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0129       MR         Requesting  the  Controller  to  draw  warrants  in 
payment  of  claims  against  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Railway,   totalling  $37, 500. 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Makras,   Jefferson,   Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,   seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
following   resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0130       WD         Awarding  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 

WD-2102,    8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in 
Eddy  Street  between  Divisadero  and  Gough  Streets,  in 
the  net  amount  of  $352,240  to  Ranger  Pipelines,  Inc. 
and  A.   Ruiz  Construction  Company,  AJV,  San 
Francisco,  CA. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Makras,   Jefferson,   Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Makras,    seconded  by  Ha  rdeman ,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0131       WD        Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,   and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Water  Department  Contract  No.   WD-2123,  CDD 
Machine  Shop  Upgrade . 

VOTE:     Ayes   -  Makras,    Jefferson,   Carson,  Hardeman 
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RESOLUTION 
NO 


92-0132 


92-0133 


92-0134 


92-0135 


92-0136 
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On  motion  of  Jefferson,    seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

WD         Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,    and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Water  Department  Contract  No.   WD-2136,  Repaving 
of  Street  and  Sidewalk  Openings  for  the  San 
Francisco  Water  Department  for  Fiscal  Year  Ending 
June  30,  1993. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Makras,   Jefferson,   Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,    seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

WD         Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities 
to  advertise  for  proposals  to  rehabilitate  the 
Moccasin  sewage  treatment  system. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Makras,   Jefferson,   Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,   seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
f o 1 lowing  resolution  was  adopted: 

MR         Approving  Contract  Modification  No.   3   in  the  amount 
of  $104,876  for  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway 
Contract  No.   MR-869,   Potrero  Facility  Rehabilitation 
to  N.   L.   Barnes  Construction,   Company,  Inc. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Makras,   Jefferson,   Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,   seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

FT        Approving  the  Non-Civil  Service  and  Temporary 
appointments  and  removals  as  indicated  on  the 
Temporary  Employment  Activity  Roster,   for  the  month 
of  March,  1992. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Makras,   Jefferson,   Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,   seconded  by  Jefferson,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

GM        Approving  contract  amendment  with  the  Planning 

Collaborative  in  the  amount  of  $625,058  to  complete 
Specific  Plan  work  for  the  Water  Department's  lands 
in  Pleasanton. 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Makras,   Jefferson,   Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,   seconded  by  Jefferson,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

WD        Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  the  Water 

Department  to  negotiate  and  execute  a  professional 
services  agreement  with  EDAW,    Inc.   at  a  cost 
not-to-exceed  $330,000  for  the  development  of 
comprehensive  watershed  management  policy  and  plans. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Makras,   Jefferson,   Carson,  Hardeman 
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RESOLUTION 
NO 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,    seconded  by  Jefferson,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0138       WD         Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  the  Water 

Department  to  negotiate  and  execute  a  professional 
services  ag reement  with  Bookman-Edmons ton  at  a  cost 
not-to-exceed  $250,000  for  the  Water  Resources  Study 
of   the  Alameda  Creek  Watershed. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Makras,   Jefferson,   Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,   seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0139       WD         Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  the  Water 

Department  to  negotiate  and  execute  a  professional 
services  contract  with  ARCUS  for  an  amount 
not-to-exceed  $50,000  to  assist   in  developing 
strategic  planning  for  computerized  mapping/records 
operation . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Makras,   Jefferson,   Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,   seconded  by  Jefferson,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0140       HH        Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities 
to  enter   into  the  Sixth  Amendment  to  the  Agreement 
with  Grueneich,   Ellison  and  Schneider,  increasing 
their  funding  by  $20,500,    for  a  total  not-to-exceed 
$1,310,500  to  provide  legal  services  for  the  purpose 
of  identifying  additional  water  supplies. 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Makras,   Jefferson,   Carson,   Ha rdeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,   seconded  by  Carson,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0141       HH         Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Hetch  Hetchy 

Water  and  Power   to  negotiate  and  execute  the  Third 
Amendment  to  the  Agreement  with  Bookman-Edmonston 
Engineering,    increasing   their   funding  by  $36,500  for 
FY  1991-92  for  hydrologic  modeling  consulting 
services . 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Makras,   Jefferson,   Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,   seconded  by  Carson,  the 
following   resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0142       HH        Authorizing  the  Bureau  of  Light,   Heat  8.  Power  to 
execute  Modification  No.   3  to  the  Agreement  with 
Kingston-Cresci ,   AJV,   for  maintenance  and  repair  of 
City-owned  street   lights;   increasing  the  limit  of 
payment  from  $1,749,153.84  to  $2,521,154.84  through 
June  30,    1993;   and  extending  the  contract  for  twelve 
(12)  months  through  June  30,  1993. 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Makras,   Jefferson,   Carson,  Hardeman 
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RESOLUTION 
NO 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,    seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0143       UEB       Awarding  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  Contract 

No.   MR-894,   Upper  Market  Street  Transit  Thoroughfare 
Project  Phase  3   -  Duboce  Avenue  to  Castro  Street  - 
General  Construction  in  the  amount  of  $13,360,057  to 
Stacy  and  Witbeck,   Inc.,   San  Francisco,  CA. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Makras,   Jefferson,   Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,   seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
following   resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0144       EC         Authorizing  the  Bureau  of  Energy  Conservation  to 
execute  a  professional  services  contract  with 
Raymond  Brooks  Engineering  for  provision  of 
engineering  design  services  for  upgrades  to  boiler 
plants   in  various  city  facilities  on  an  as-needed 
bas  i  s . 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Makras,   Jefferson,   Carson ,   Ha rdeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,   seconded  by  Hardeman,  the 
fol lowing   resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0145       BMIS     Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities 
to  enter  into  a  personal   services  contract  extension 
with  Carlton  and  Associates  and  E.   H.  White  and 
Company  for  an  amount  no t- to-exceed  $90,000  and  a 
period  of  time  not-to-exceed  June  30,    1993   for  the 
purpose  of  developing  computerized  maintenance 
systems  for  Hetch  Hetchy  and  the  Water  Department. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Makras,   Jefferson,   Carson,  Hardeman 


Copies  of  the  above  resolutions  are  on  file  in  the 
office  of   the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission . 


New  Business 

Commissioner  Carson  stated  that  she  would  like  to  waive  any  salaries 
paid  to  her  by  serving  on  the  Public  Utilities  Commission. 
Commissioners  Makras,   Jefferson  and  Hardeman  stated  that  they  also 
wished  to  forego  any  salaries  paid  to  them. 

President  Makras  made  a  motion  to  commend  Commissioner  Chin  for  his 
efforts  in  addressing  the  issue  of  homelessness ,  who  presently  is  in 
Washington,   D.C.    receiving  the  National  Alliance  Award  for  solutions 
to  the  problem  of  homelessness.     Commissioner  Hardeman  moved  and 
Commission  Carson  seconded  in  commending  Commissioner  Chin.  The 
mot  ion  was  unanimous ly  approved. 

Commissioner  Jefferson  requested  that  staff  calendar  at  a  future 
meeting  an  overview  of  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Filtration  Plant  Project. 
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President  Makras   requested  that  staff  provide  the  Commission  with 
list  of  all  City  automobiles  that  are  used  by  City  employees 
detailing  what  their  job  description  is  and  whether  or  not  the 
vehicles  are  taken  home. 

President  Makras  also  requested  staff  to  ca lendar  for  future 
discussion  the  following  items:    foregoing  the  purchase  of  any  new 
automobiles  in  the  coming  fiscal  year;   the  use  of  free  passes  for 
people  using  Muni  other  than  City  employees;   a  bi-weekly  report  on 
the  use  of  overtime;   and,   detailed  information  on  the  terms  of  all 
leases  on  the  Water  Department's  quarterly  report. 


Report  of  the  General  Manager 
1992/93  Budget 

Mr.  Thomas  J.   Elzey,  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities,  reported 
on  the  Mayor's  proposed  1992-93  budget  adjustments  within  Muni's 
budget.     He  stated  that  the  Mayor  indicated  that  he  did  not  want  to 
see  any  reduction  in  service.     He  proposed  the  following  fare 
increases  for  the  May  26th  and  May  28th  public  hearings:     $1.00  - 
tokens;   $1.25  -  single  fare;   $35.00  -  Fast  Pass;   35(Z*  -  youth  single 
fare;   $8.00  -  youth  Fast  Pass;   25c?  -  senior  single  fare;   $6.00  - 
senior  Fast  Pass;   $3.00  -  adult  cable  car  fare.     The  Mayor's 
proposed  fare  structure  is  intended  to  raise  approximately  $15 
million  in  revenue.     He  said  that  staff  is  currently  reviewing 
optional  fare  structures  to  increase  revenues  by  approximately  $13  - 
$15  million  which  would  be  discussed  with  the  Mayor's  Office  and 
then  be  presented  to  the  Commission  prior  to  the  public  hearing. 

Commissioner  Hardeman  commented  on  the  Mayor's  position  stating  that 
the  Mayor  did  not  want  to  see  any  reduction  in  Muni  service  and  that 
he  wanted  safe,   on-time  and  graffiti-free  buses. 

President  Makras  moved  and  Commissioner  Jefferson  seconded,  to 
reject  the  Mayor's  proposed  increase  of  $1.25  and  to  direct  that  a 
letter  be  transmitted  to  the  Mayor  stating  that  the  PUC  had  approved 
a  fare  increase  of  $1.00  and  would  not  consider   increasing  the  fare 
to  $1.25.     President  Makras  expressed  that  before  considering  an 
increase  in  the  fare  structure  there  were  three  elements  that  would 
need  to  be  addressed,    that  are,   cleaner  buses,   safer  buses  and 
on-time  buses.     Commissioner  Carson  modified  the  motion  to  include 
rejection  of  the  $3.00  cable  car  fare  increase.  Commissioner 
Hardeman  voted  against  the  motion.     The  motion  carried  with  a  3-1 
vote . 

President  Makras  invited  public  comments. 

Mr.   Lawrence  J.   Martin,    International  Representative,  Transport 
Workers  Union,   Local  250A,  was  of  the  opinion  that  transfers  were 
the  most  abused  element  in  the  Muni  fare  structure.     He  suggested 
that  transfers  be  reviewed  as  part  of  the  proposed  fare  structure. 

Mr.  David  Pilpel  spoke  against  the  proposed  $1.25  fare  increase.  He 
also  spoke  in  opposition  bus  operators  who  are  on  special  duty. 

Mr,   Norman  Rolfe,    representing  San  Francisco  Tomorrow,  suggested 
that  staff   look  at  ways   in  which  more  passengers  could  be  attracted 
to  ride  Muni  before  increasing  fares.     He  also  spoke  in  opposition 
to  increasing  the  cable  car  fare. 
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Mr.   Elzey  stated  staff  would  include  the  possibility  of   including  a 
charge  for  transfers   in  its  proposed  fare  structure  and  that  staff 
would  report  at  the  next  Commission  meeting  various  issues  related 
to  the  use  of  transfers,   how  they  are  currently  handled,    and  ways  of 
improving  the  transfer  system.     Mr.  Elzey  stated  that  staff  will 
continue  to  look  at  other  possible  ways  in  balancing  the  budget. 


Transit  Imtaact  Development  Fee 

Mr.   Elzey  stated  that  the  department   intends  to  use  a  one  time 
credit  of  $2.5  million  for  increased  capacity  over  the  last  5 
years.     Ms.   Michelle  N.  Witt,   Finance  Director,   Bureau  of  Finance, 
gave  an  updated  report  on  the  Transit  Impact  Development  Fee 
(TIDE).     The  TIDF  was  established  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to 
help  Muni  pay  for   increased  ridership  demand  on  transit  service  in 
the  downtown  area  during  peak  periods.     Currently,   the  amount 
collected  in  fee  and  interest  earned  on  the  fee  $90  million  to 
date.     Of  that  $90  mi  Hi on,   $20  million  remains  as  unappropr i  ated 
for  both  capital  and  operating  purposes.     Approximately,  $2.5 
million  a  year   in  used  for  operating  purposes  for  increased  service 
in  the  downtown  area.     Ms.   Witt  described  the  various  capital 
projects  which  are  funded  from  TIDF  funds. 


Passenger  Incentive  Rebate  Program 

Mr.   Elzey  explained  that  the  purpose  of  the  passenger  incentive 
rebate  program  would  be  to  provide  Muni  passengers  with  an  on-time 
guarantee  of  service.     This  conceptual  program  would  provide  fare 
rebates   (tokens)   that  would  be  available  for  passengers  who 
experience  delays  in  Muni  service  exceeding  15  minutes  from 
published  scheduled  service.     Mr.   Elzey  stated  that  the  timeframe 
for  such  a  pilot  program  would  not  exceed  6  months  with  a  total  cost 
not-to-exceed  $50,000.     He  said  that  staff  would  propose  to  develop 
a  specific  program  identifing  various  procedures,   marketing  and 
various   lines  affected  resulting  from  such  a  program.     A  report  on 
the  program  would  be  presented  to  the  Commission  at  its  public 
hearing  scheduled  for  May  26th  and  May  28th.     Mr. Elzey  requested 
that  the  Commission  endorse  the  concept  of  such  a  program  at  this 
time.     President  Makras  moved  and  Commissioner  Jefferson  seconded  to 
endorse  Muni's  on-time  incentive  program.     The  motion  was 
unanimous ly  approve . 


31-BALBOA  Line 

Mr.  Johnny  B.  Stein,  General  Manager,  Municipal  Railway,  stated  that 
in  1983  Muni  began  its  trolley  coach  expansion  program  to  change  the 
mode  of  operation  on  certain  lines  from  diesel  buses  to  electrical 
trolley  coaches.  When  construction  started  in  1990  on  the  31-BALBOA 
line,  staff  did  not  work  into  its  plan  accessible  wheelchair  trolley 
coaches . 

Mr.   Stein  said  that   last  year  negotiations  began  with  Seattle  to 
lease  at   least   18  retrofitted  trolley  coaches  for  the  31-BALBOA  line 
which  would  begin  operation  June  20,    1992.     At  this  time,   Seattle  is 
reconsidering  leasing  those  trolley  coaches  because  they  have 
received  monies  to  expand  their  trolley  services.     Mr.   Stein  said 
that  staff  would  like  to  start  trolley  service  on  the  31-BALBOA  line 
on  June  20,    1992  but  will  not  have  any  accessible  trolley  coaches  at 
that  time.     He  stated  that  he  will  be  meeting  with  the  Elderly  and 
Handicapped  Advisory  Committee  concerning  this  issue  and  report  back 
to  the  Commission  at  its  next  Commiss ion  meeting . 

Mr.  Pilpel  expressed  his  disappointment  regarding  the  possible  delay 
in  providing   accessible  trolley  coach  service  on  the  31-BALBOA  line. 
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Public  Comment 


Mr .   James  Bryant ,    representing  Local  790 ,   presented  a  f Iyer  to  the 
Commission  which  listed  concerns  of  station  agents   in  the  Muni  Metro 
Subway  regarding  safety  and  accessibility. 

Mr.  Jano  Oscherwitz,    representing  Local  790,   stated  that  the 
American  Disability  Act  stipulates  that  the  Muni  Subway  Stations 
should  be  accessible  both  to  seniors  and  disabled  passengers  and 
urged  the  Commission  to  address  this  problem. 


Public  Hearing 

Resolution  No.    92-0125         Adopting  continuation  of  the  mandatory  25% 
water  conservation  program,   including  the  continued  use  of  excess 
use  charges  and  various  water  use  restrictions. 

Resolution  No.  92-0126  --  Directing  the  Water  Department  to  continue 
the  same  form  of  residential  rationing  current ly  in  use. 


Mr.   John  P.  Mullane,   General  Manager,   Water  Department,   stated  that 
since  the  current  water  supply  is  comparable  to  last  year,   staff  is 
recommending  that  the  current  mandatory  2  5%  rationing  program  be 
continued.     Mr.   Mullane  stated  that  all  the  elements  of  the  program 
would  remain  the  same  as  last  year  for  San  Francisco  residents, 
which  include:     water  use  restrictions;   excess  use  charges; 
mandatory  conservation  inspections;   allocations  for  new  accounts 
based  on  a  per  capita  basis.     The  annual  allocation  of  water 
allocated  to  the  suburban  resale  customers  would  be  based  on  the 
same  inside/outside  formula  as  last  year.     Banking  provisions  for 
suburban  resale  customers  would  also  remain  the  same. 

Mr.   Mullane  briefly  discussed  the  various  per  capita  alternatives 
stating  that  there  were  three  basic  types  of  per  capita  programs: 
1)  per  capita  -  56  gallons  per  day  (gpd)  -  per  occupant;  2)  per 
household  -  156  gpd  per  household;   and,   3)   per  capita  or  per 
household  plus   irrigation  -  50  gpd  per  occupant  or  132  gpd  per 
household,   plus  irrigation  as  per  the  irrigation  schedule.  Mr. 
Mullane  said  that  if  the  Commission  decides  to  take  action  in 
adopting  a  per  capita  program,    that  the  Department  recommends  that 
the  Commission  adopt  the  per  capita  plus  irrigation  water 
methodology  because  it  would  be  a  more  equitable  program. 


President  Makras  opened  the  meeting  for  public  comments. 


Mr.   Harold  Wright  spoke  in  favor  of  continuing  the  current  25% 
rationing  program. 

Ms.   Elizabeth  Martin,   Executive  Director,   San  Francisco  Beautiful, 
spoke  in  favor  of  the  per  capita  plus  irrigation  program. 

Mr.   Douglass  J.   Engmann,    representing  himself,   spoke  in  support  of 

the  continuation  of   the  25%  water   rationing  program.  He  expressed 

his  opinion  that  the  Commission  should  take  a  longer  term  look  as  to 
how  water  is  priced  and  allocated  in  San  Francisco. 
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A  public  speaker  read  Ms.    Isabel  Wade's  comments  supporting  the 
continuation  of   a  water  conservation  measure  as   long  as  the  formula 
allocates  water   for  private  and  public  landscaping. 

Mr.   James  Beard,    President,    Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association 
(BAWUA) ,    spoke   in  support  of  San  Francisco  Water  Department's 
recommendation  to  continue  rationing  at  the  25%   level   and  the 
Department's  water  rate  increase  of  18.6%  for  suburban  wholesale 
customers . 


On  motion  of  Commissioner  Jefferson,    seconded  by  Commissioner 
Hardeman,   Resolution  No. 92-0125  was  approved  continuing  the 
mandatory  water  conservation  program  at  the  25%  level. 

On  motion  of  Commissioner  Hardeman,    seconded  by  Commissioner 
Jefferson,   Resolution  No.   92-0126  was  approved  continuing  the  same 
form  of   residential   ration! ng  as  currently  in  use. 


************************* 


Public  Hearing 

Resolution  No.  92-0127  —  Adopting  a  revised  Schedule  of  Rates  for 
San  Francisco  and  suburban  ret  ail  customers . 

Resolution  No.  92-0128  —  Adopting  a  revised  Schedule  of  Rates  for 
suburban  wholesale  customers . 


Mr.   Mullane  summarized  the  water   rate  increases  for  both  the 
suburban  retail  and  suburban  wholesale  customers  with  the  use  of 
charts.     He  stated  that  the  water  rates  for  San  Francisco's  retail 
customers  in  and  outside  of  San  Francisco  would  decrease  by  4.6%. 
In  1990,    the  Public  Utilities  Commission  adopted  a  14%  rate  increase 
for  San  Francisco's  retail  customers  in  and  outside  the  City.  Staff 
is   recommending  at  this  time  to  eliminate  the  water  purchase 
surcharge  which  would  decrease  the  base  cost  of  each  billing  union 
(748  gallons  of  water)   from  $.94  to  $.897.     Mr.  Mullane  said  there 
were  two  other  changes  that  would  impact  retail   rates  which  are:  1) 
to  establish  a  check  return  charge  to  allow  the  department  to 
recover  costs  for  checks  returned  due  to  insufficient  funds;   and  2) 
to  make  municipal  accounts,    that  are  exempt  from  payment  of  water 
charges,   subject  to  payment  of  excess  use  fees  when  exceeding  their 
a  1 lotment . 

Mr.   Mullane  stated  that  suburban  wholesale  customers  will  continue 
to  pay  their  proportional  share  of  operating  costs.     Their  rate 
increase  is  18.6%  above  the  current   rates  for  1991/92.     The  unit 
charge  will  increase  from  $317.99  per  acre  foot  to  $378.97  per  acre 
foot.     These  rates  are  in  accordance  with  the  Master  Sales  Contract. 

Commissioner  Makras  asked  why  the  water  rates  have  increased  by  18% 
versus   last  year.     Mr.   Mullane  replied  this   increase  was  necessary 
in  order  to  cover  costs  associated  with  achieving  parity  with  salary 
standardization  and  to  cover  costs  associated  with  the  Hetch  Hetchy 
Filtration  Plant . 


On  motion  of  Commissioner  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Commissioner 
Carson,   Resolution  Nos. 92-0127  and  92-0123  were  approved. 


ft*A*A****A****A**A***A*** 
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Resolution  No.  92-0137  —  Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  the 

Water  Department  to  negotiate  and  execute  a  professional  services 
agreement  with  EDAW,    Inc.    at  a  cost  not-to-exceec3  $330,000  for  the 
development  of  comprehensive  watershed  management  policy  and  plans. 
(Continued  from  the  April   14,    1992  meeting) 

Resolution  No.    92-013B  —  Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  the 
Water  Department  to  negotiate  and  execute  a  professional  services 
agreement  with  Bookman-Edmonston  at  a  cost  no t~to-exceed  $250,000 
for  the  Water  Resources  Study  of  the  Alameda  Creek  Watershed. 
(Continued  from  the  April   14,    1992  meeting) 


Mr.   Mullane  stated  that  staff  had  reviewed  both  of  these  items  at 
the  reguest  of  the  Commission  at  the  last  meeting.     With  the  use  of 
charts,   Mr.   Mullane  explained  that  the  Water  Department  owns  and 
manages  63,000  acres  of  watershed  land  in  Alameda,   Santa  Clara,  and 
San  Mateo  Counties.'    Mr.  Mullane  said  there  were  several  different 
reasons  why  these  studies  were  vital  to  the  protection  of  San 
Francisco's  interests  in  these  land  and  water  resources.     He  briefly 
highlighted  eight  elements ,   which  include :      1 )  water  qua li ty 
protection;   2)    fire  protection;   3)   protection  of  water   rights;  4) 
water  system  construction  and  operations;   5)   revenue  generation;  6) 
envi ronment a  1   regui rements ;   7 )   recreational  opportunities ;   and  8 ) 
State  mandated  planning.     The  entire  program  cost  is  approximately 
$2.2  million  over  a  period  of  4-1/2  years.     Mr.  Mullane  requested 
approval  to  continue  with  the  first  phase  of  the  Watershed 
Management  Planning  Study  and  Alameda  Creek  Water  Resources  Study. 

Mr.   Pilpel  spoke  on  behalf  of  the  Sierra  Club  expressing  their 
support  to  conduct  these  studies  and  examine  the  needs  of  the 
watershed  lands- 
Mr.   Jacob  Sigg,   President,  Yerba  Buena  Chapter  of  California  Native 
Plant  Society,   spoke  in  support  of  a  comprehensive  watershed 
management  plan  in  order  to  make  wise  choices   related  to  watershed 
lands . 

Mr.  Arthur  Feinstein,  Conservation  Chair,  Golden  Gate  Society,  spoke 
in  support  of  a  watershed  planning  study  and  urged  the  Commission  to 
make  sure  the  subcontractors  selected  for  this  project  are  qualified. 


On  motion  of  Commissioner  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Commissioner 
Jefferson,   Resolution  Nos .   92-0137  and  92-0138  were  approved. 


Item  Np.  18  —  Presentation  of  Chapter  3  and  hearing  comments  on 

Chapters   1   and  2  of   the  draft  Municipal  Railway  1992-2001  Short 
Range  Transit  Plan. 


Commissioner  Jefferson  inquired  why  safety  issues  with  reference  to 
security  were  not  included  in  Chapter  2  under  Goals  and  Objectives. 
Mr.   Phil  Chin,   Deputy  General  Manager,   Municipal  Railway,  replied 
that  security  has  been  a  major  concern  of  Muni   and  that  staff  would 
look  at  some  way  of  establishing  a  measure  of  safety. 

President  Makras  commented  on  issues  surrounding  the  Mission  Bay 
project   in  connection  with  transit  and  stated  that  a  more  regional 
approach  should  be  included  in  the  Short  Range  Transit  Plan. 
President  Makras  also  said  that  graffiti   and  a   rate  policy  for  Muni 
should  be  emphasized  in  the  plan. 
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Mr.   Phil  Chin  stated  that  Chapter  3   is  the  operating  plan  for  the 
Short  Range  Transit  Plan.     He  said  that  Chapter  3  provides  the 
framework  through  which  service  is  delivered  and  spells  out  the 
functional  activities  and  measures  used  to  see  that  service  is 
provided .     Chapter  3  also  focuses  on  accessible  services ,  regional 
travel  and  public  information. 

Mr.   Pilpel  commented  on  Chapters   1  and  2  of  the  Short  Range  Transit 
Plan  in  relation  to  incorporating   increased  ridership  as  a  goal, 
developing  new  revenue  sources  to  meet  increasing  demands  in  the 
face  of  budgetary  constraints. 


Item  No.    19         Authorizing  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  to 
modify  the  contract  with  PGH  Wong  Engineering  by  extending  the  term 
of  the  contract  to  June  30,    1994   and  increasing  the  contract  amount 
by  $215,304  to  a  total  of  $371,598  for  Phase  II  work  on  the  PCC 
Streetcar  Restoration  Project. 

Item  No.   20  --  Authorizing  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  to 
enter   into  a  contract  with  Morrison  Knudsen  Corporation  for  an 
amount  not-to-exceed  $8,047,450  for  the  restoration  of  14  PCC 
Streetcars  as  defined  by  the  specifications  that  accompany  the 
contractual  agreement . 


Mr.   Chin  explained  that  modification  to  the  contract  with  PGH  Wong 
Engineering  is  for  the  procurement  support  services  for  the  PCC 
Rehabilitation  Program  to  monitor  and  manage  the  actual 
remanuf acturing  of  the  cars,   to  conduct   inspections  on  site,  to 
assure  quality  control  and  to  manage  the  acceptance  of  the 
vehicles.     Its  companion  item  is  to  authorize  the  award  of  the 
contract  to  Morrison-Knudsen  for  the  remanuf acture  of  14  PCC  cars. 

Commissioner  Jefferson  asked  why  this  work  could  not  be  done 
in-house.     Mr.   Chin  replied  that  Muni  does  not  have  the  staff 
capability  at  this  point  to  perform  such  work. 

Commissioner  Carson  inquired  as  to  the  price  of  a  new  PCC  car  and 
the  life  expectancy  of  each  vehicle.     Mr.   Chin  replied  that  PCC  cars 
were  no  longer  being  manufactured,    therefore,    the  cost  to 
rehabilitate  each  PCC  car  wnnid  be  approximately  $550,000  with  a 
life  expectancy  of  20  years. 

Commissioner  Jefferson  asked  how  much  money  comes  from  federal 
sources  and  local  sources  for  this  project.     Mr.   Chin  replied  this 
project   is  primarily  federally  funded. 

President  Makras  asked  what  the  total  cost  of  the  project  would  be. 
Mr.   Chin  replied  that  from  what  staff  knows  of  the  cars,    it   is  very 
unlikely  that  they  would  cost  more  than  $550,000  each.     He  said  that 
it  was  possible  that  future  costs  could  be  added  to  the  contract  for 
the  installation  of  wheelchair   lifts.  Mr.   Chin  stated  that  a 
decision  has  not  been  made  as  to  whether  or  not  there  would  be  lifts 
versus  wayside  lifts.     President  Makras  stated  that  he  was  not 
opposed  to  the  rehabilitation  of  the  PCC  cars  but  that  he  was  not 
prepared  to  vote  on  these  items  until  staff  has  prepared  an  amended 
package  with  a  master  plan  on  exactly  what  will  be  negotiated  before 
entering  into  a  contract.     Commissioner  Hardeman  moved  to  table 
these  items. 
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Item  No.   23  --  Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  the  Water 
Department  to  execute  Amendment  No.    3   for  Professional  Services 
Agreement  with  Camp  Dresser  and  McKee,    Inc.    in  an  amount 
not-to-exceed  $2,863,475   for  water  quality  planning   studies;  and 
requesting  the  Controller  to  transfer  funds. 


Mr.   Fonda  Davidis,    Project  Manager,   Utilities  Engineering  Bureau, 
explained  that  the  Water  Department  entered  into  a  contract  with 
Camp  Dresser  and  McKee,    Inc.    in  1989  to  perform  water  quality 
planning  studies.     He  stated  that  this  is  the  final  phase  of  water 
quality  planning  studies  and  that  under  this  phase  of  the  work.  Camp 
Dresser  and  McKee,   Inc.  will  perform  pilot,  bench  and  plant  scale 
studies  on  the  City's  Hetch  Hetchy  and  Alameda  sources.     He  stated 
that  this  work  constitutes  an  integral  step  in  the  City's  effort  to 
comply  with  the  State  mandated  compliance  order  regarding  the 
surface  water  treatment  rules. 

Mr.   Elzey  noted  that  this  was  a  portion  of  background  information 
surrounding  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Filtration  Plant  project   requested  by 
the  Commission.     Commissioner  Jefferson  inquired  as  to  the 
relationship  between  this  study  and  the  filtration  plant.  Mr. 
Davidis  replied  that  these  studies  would  actually  develop  the  design 
criteria  for  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Filtration  Plant   and  provide  the 
design  criteria  for  necessary  improvements  to  the  Sunol  Water 
Treatment  Plant . 

President  Makras  expressed  that  he  did  not  feel  comfortable  with 
going  forward  with  this  package  because  he  did  not  have  an  overall 
picture  on  the  course  of  action  that   is  needed  to  complete  such  an 
expensive  project. 

Mr.   Elzey  stated  that   it  was  necessary  to  move  forward  with  this 
project.     He  said  that  the  design  criteria  that  would  result  from 
these  studies  were  necessary  before  the  actual  design  and 
construction  could  begin  on  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Filtration  Plant  itself. 

Commissioner  Jefferson  requested  staff  to  brief  the  Commission  on  an 
overall  comprehensive  presentation  on  all  phases  and  components  of 
the  plan  so  that  the  Commission  could  see  the  big  picture. 

Commissioner  Carson  asked  what  the  timeframe  was  for  coming  into 
compliance  with  the  State  law.     Mr.   Steve  Leonard,   Project  Manager, 
Water  Department,    replied  that  the  Department  must  be  in  compliance 
with  the  drinking  water  rules  by  January  1,    1999.     The  short-term 
objective  for  funding  this  project  would  be  in  November  199-3.  Mr. 
Leonard  stated  that  a  commi tment  had  been  made  to  have  an 
engineering  study  and  an  environmental  study  complete  by  November, 
1994   so  that  if  the  Commission  does  decide  to  go  forward  with 
issuing  bonds  to  fund  the  project,    all  the  necessary  information 
wou Id  be  completed . 


Commissioner  Hardeman  moved  to  approve  this  item.  Commissioner 
Jefferson  seconded.     The  motion  failed  by  a  2-2  vote  with  President 
Makras  and  Commissioner  Carson  voting  against  the  motion. 


Public  Comments 

Mr.   Pilpel  expressed  his  displeasure  towards  the  community  for 
cancelling  the  meeting  scheduled  by  Muni   regarding  the  19th  Avenue 
pro j  ect . 

Commissioner  Carson  inquired  about  the  Geary  Paper  Division. 
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Mr.  Stein  repliec3  that  Muni  has  1,  833  full-time  operator  positions. 
He  stated  that  the  MemorancJum  of  Understanding  (MOU)  with  the  union 
stipulates  that  1,780  operating  drivers  must  be  on  board  and  ready- 
to  go  at  all  times.  That  leaves  a  balance  of  53  positions  which  is 
referred  to  as  Muni's  Paper  Division.  That  includes  industrial 
injuries,  long-term  illnesses,  long-term  jury  duty,  military  leave, 
etc . 


THEREUPON  THE  MEETING  WAS  ADJOURNED: 


6:25  P.M. 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 
Secretary 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CrrV  AND  COUhfTY  OF  SAN  FBANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.    ^'^  0 


WHEREAS,  Commissioner  Gordon  Chin  received  an  award  from  the  National 
AUiance  to  End  Homelessness,  in  Washington,  D.C.,  in  recognition  of  his  efforts  to 
address  the  issue  of  homelessness;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  members  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  wish  to 
commend  Gordon  Chin  for  his  award  winning  efforts  in  finding  solutions  to  the  problem 
of  homelessness. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  Na  


WHEREAS,  The  Mayor  has  proposed  increases  to  the  Municipal  Railway  fare 
structure  based  upon  raising  the  adult  single  fare  to  $1.25;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Pubhc  Utilities  Commission  hereby  directs  staff  to  inform 
the  Mayor  by  letter  that  during  the  budget  hearings  this  Commission  approved  the  concept 
of  a  $1.00  fare  by  a  3  to  2  vote,  and  at  this  time  the  Commission  rejects  the  concept  of  a 
$1.25  aduh  fare  and  $3.00  for  cable  cars. 


3241A 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  

APR  1 1     2  8  199? 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


Crrv  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  [)  ^Z"^  0  l^'^^A 


WHEREAS,  Staff  is  in  the  process  of  developing  specific  procedures  for  a  pilot 
passenger  incentive  rebate  program  for  consideration  as  part  of  the  public  hearing  on 
Municipal  Railway  fares;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  endorses  the  concept  of  a  pilot  passenger 
incentive  rebate  program. 


3243A 

/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  APRIL  2  8  1992 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commissf 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CfTY  AND  COUPflY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUrrON  Na  


WHEREAS,   On  April  23,    1991  this  Commission  by 
Resolution  No.   91-0136  reaffirmed  a  water  shortage 
emergency  and  adopted  a  mandatory  water  rationing  program 
requi ring  a  2  5%  systemwide  reduction;  and 

WHEREAS,  With  a  sixth  consecutive  dry  year,   the  water 
shortage  emergency  continues;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  current  hydrologic  conditions,  together 
with  current  system  storage  and  water  purchased  but  not 
yet  delivered,   indicate  the  need  for  the  continuation  of 
the  current  mandatory  25%  rationing  program;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  continues  the  mandatory 
25%  water  conservation  program,    including  the  continued 
use  of  excess  use  charges  and  various  water  use 
restrictions  as  recommended. 
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/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  ^m\l      28  1992     

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission^ 


SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 
PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


PROPOSAL  FOR  CONTINUATION  OF 
A  WATER  RATIONING  PROGRAM 


Prepared  for  Public  Hearing 
on  April  28,  1992 
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2 

5 

5 
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gROGRAM  DESCRIPTJtQM 


A.     WATER  SUPPLY  SITUATION 

The  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  System  provides  between  80  and  85  percent  of 
the  water  used  in  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  (SFWD)  and  Hetch  Hetchy 
service  areas.    It  is  experiencing  a  sixth  consecutive  dry  year.    Total  system 
on  ^?Sno''^  percent  of  capacity,  representing  56%  of  normal,  as  of  March 

JU.  1992.    In  the  absence  of  additional  runoff,  this  storage  would  be 
exhausted  in  approximately  24  months  at  current  rationed  consumption  rates. 

As  a  result  of  this  winter's  precipitation  and  accumulation  of  snow  in  the 
Hetch  Hetchy  watershed,  this  picture  is  expected  to  improve  somewhat  with  the 
completion  of  this  year's  runoff.    Current  estimates  of  runoff  range  from 
50.000  acre  feet  to  340,000  acre  feet.    For  purposes  of  planning  the 
recommended  rationing  program.  157.000  acre  feet  is  assumed. 

Since  December,  1990,  several  successful  water  transfers  have  been 
accomplished,  resulting  in  the  delivery  of  7.500  acre  feet  from  the  Placer 
County  WaterAgency,  4.900  acre  feet  of  surplus  groundwater  from  the  Modesto 
Irrigation  District  and  33.000  acre  feet  of  State  Water  Bank  water  into  San 
Antonio  Reservoir.    An  additional  17.000  acre  feet  is  currently  held  in 
temporary  storage  by  the  Kern  County  Water  Agency  outside  the  SFWD  system  and 
will  be  transferred  back  Into  the  system. 

These  transfers  were  made  possible  through  the  use  of  the  State  Water  Proiect 
as  a  transport  facility,  ultimately  allowing  for  the  water  to  enter  the  San 
Francisco  Water  Department  system  at  the  State's  South  Bay  Aqueduct  turnouts 
which  were  completed  In  December.  1990  and  October,  1991.    The  effect  of  these 
transfers  has  been  Improvement  of  total  storage  since  March  30,  1991  from  45% 
to  56%  of  normal . 

The  current  overall  supply  status  Is  comparable  to  that  of  1991  The 
difference  is  only  in  the  form  of  the  supply.    In  1991.  storage  was  minimal 
and  runoff  substantial,  due  primarily  to  the  "miracle  March"  rains     In  1992 
storage  is  substantially  better,  due  to  the  precipitation  in  January  and 
February,  but  anticipated  runoff  is  not  as  great  as  in  1991. 

The  Combination  of  current  storage  and  expected  runoff  is  sufficient  to  allow 
the  Department  to  recommend  continuing  the  current  25%  rationing  program 
without  the  purchase  of  additional  water  from  outside  agencies.    Should  next 
winter  also  be  dry.  purchases  would  need  to  be  resumed  to  prevent  increased 
levels  of  rationing  in  1993.    The  facilities  for  such  transfers  are  now  in 
place  for  use  when  needed. 

B.     RATIONING  PLAN  OBJECTIVES 

The  objective  of  any  rationing  plan  is  to  meet  essential  water  supply  needs 
to  minimize  hardship  on  residential  customers  and  businesses,  and  to  provide 
an  equitable  distribution  of  available  water  supplies  throughout  the  service 
area.    The  suggested  continuing  rationing  plan  presented  to  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  applies  to  all  retail  and  wholesale  customers. 
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II-     RECOMMENDED  PLAN  FOR  ADOPTTON 

It^tnrT  water  in  storage,  anticipated  divertable  runoff  and  the 

balance  of  a  water  transfer  from  the  State  Drought  Emergency  Water  Bank 
currently  stored  outside  of  the  SFWD  system,  the  following  LndalLy  Nation i no 
program  is  recommended  for  continuation  to  the  Public  Uti  1  i  tiiTcSi  ssion  ^ 
The  intent  of  this  rationing  program  is  to  reduce  system-wide  demand  by  257 
compared  to  1987  water  u'sp.  u  uy  coj. 

The  following  allocation  plan  governs  all  water  customers  served  by  the  San 
Francisco  Water  Department.    The  plan  is  based  on  prior  water  use  by  both 
individual  customers  and  Suburban  Resale  Customers  with  calendar  1987  used  as 
the  base  year.    Customers  who  do  not  have  a  1987  consumption  history  or  who 
have  appealed  their  allocations,  will  have  an  allocation  based  on  a  per  capita 
methodology.  v  ^  lu 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

These  allocations  govern  customers  served  within  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  and  customers  outside  the  City  and  County  served  directly  bv  San 
Francisco.  ^ 

Inside  Use.    For  bi-monthly  accounts  the  allocation  for  each  billlna 
period  for  inside  use  will  be  90%  of  the  average  consumption  for  billinq 
periods  ending  in  January.  February,  March  and  December.  1987.    For  monthly 
accounts  the  allocation  for  each  billing  period  will  be  90%  of  the  averaqe 
consumption  for  the  four  billing  periods  ending  in  the  above  months. 

Outside  Use.    For  all  accounts  the  allocation  for  outside  use  for 
billing  periods  ending  In  April  through  November  will  be  40%  of  the  difference 
between  the  average  consumption  calculated  for  inside  use  and  actual 
consumption  for  the  same  period  in  1987. 

f.f.i  If^ll  allocations  for  each  billing  period  will  be  the 

total  of  the  allocations  for  inside  and  outside  use. 

Allocations  For  New  Accounts 

Initial  allocations  for  new  residential  accounts  will  be  established  on  a  per 
cap  ta  basis     In  the  case  of  commercial  or  industrial  accounts,  allocations 
will  be  established  on  the  basis  of  business  data  supplied  to  the  Department. 

Water  Use  Restrictions 

Water  use  restrictions  shall  remain  in  effect.    Violation  of  any  water  use 
restriction  by  any  customer  may.  after  one  written  warning  and  in  accordance 
with  all  applicable  laws  and  legal  restrictions,  result  in  the  installation  of 
a  fow  restricting  device  in  the  service  line  of  the  customer;  continued 
vio  ation  shall  result  in  the  termination  of  water  service.    The  customer 
shall  bear  the  cost  of  the  enforcement  action. 
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The    fo  1  T  owl  ng    water    use    restrrlctl  on  s    sfiall  apply: 

A.  Water  waste,  including  but  not  limited  to,  any  flooding  or  runoff  into 
the  street  or  gutters,  is  prohibited. 

B.  Hoses  shall  not  be  used  to  clean  sidewalks,  driveways,  patios,  plazas, 
homes,  businesses,  parking  lots,  roofs,  awnings  or  other  hard  surface 
areas. 

C.  Hoses  used  for  any  purpose  must  have  positive  shutoff  valves. 

D.  Restaurants  shall  serve  water  to  customers  only  upon  request. 

E.  Potable  water  shall  not  be  used  to  clean,  fill  or  maintain  levels  in 
decorative  fountains.    The  use  of  groundwater  is  permitted. 

F.  Additional  water  will  not  be  allowed  for  new  landscaping  or  expansion 
of  existing  facilities  unless  low  water  use  landscaping  designs  and 
irrigation  systems  are  employed. 

G.  Water  service  connections  for  new  construction  shall  be  granted  only 
if  water  saving  fixtures  or  devices  are  incorporated  into  the  plumbing 
system. 

H.  Use  of  potable  water  for  consolidation  of  backfill,  dust  control  or 
other  non-essential  construction  purposes  is  prohibited.    The  use  of 
groundwater  and/or  reclaimed  water  is  permitted  when  approved  by  the 
Department  of  Health. 

I.  Irrigation  of  lawns,  playfields,  parks,  golf  courses,  cemetaries.  and 
landscaping  of  any  type  with  potable  water  shall  be  reduced  by  at 
least  the  amount  specified  for  outside  use  in  the  adopted  rationing 
pi  an. 

J.    Verified  water  waste  as  determined  by  the  Department  will  serve  as 

prima  facie  evidence  that  the  allocation  assigned  to  the  water  account 
is  excessive;  therefore  the  allocation  will  be  subject  to  review  and 
possible  reduction,  including  termination  of  service. 

K.    Water  used  for  all  cooling  purposes  must  be  recycled. 

L.    The  use  of  groundwater  and/or  reclaimed  water  for  the  irrigation  of 
golf  courses  and  similar  turf  areas  is  strongly  encouraged  when 
approved  by  the  Department  of  Public  Health. 

Excess  Use  Charge 

The  current  excess  use  charge  structure  (see  attached)  contained  in  the 
Department's  Rate  Schedules  for  Hater  Service  shall  remain  in  effect.  In 
addition,  two  consecutive  excess  use  charges  may  result  in  the  installation  of 
a  flow  restricting  device  in  the  service  line  of  the  customer.    A  third 
consecutive  excess  use  charge  may  result  in  the  termination  of  water  service. 
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Mandatory  Conservation  Inspections 


Mandatory  on-site  inspections  may  be  required  of  large  water  consumers 
installations  not  Internally  metered  (i.e.  master-metered  facilities)  and 
facilities  where  there  is  a  reasonable  indication  of  water  waste  or  whenever 
necessary  to  determine  the  appropriate  allocation  for  a  water  service 
account.    Failure  to  permit  such  an  inspection  shall  result  in  service 
restriction  or  termination  of  service.    Leaks  identified  pursuant  to  such 
inspection  not  repaired  within  30  days  shall  result  in  a  10%  allocation 
reduction  and/or  termination  of  water  service. 

EXCEPTIONS  TO  RATIONING  ALLOCATIONS  OR  WATER  USE  RESTRICTION?; 

Exceptions  to  rationing  allocations  or  water  use  restrictions  inside  San 
Francisco  may  be  made  for  the  protection  of  public  health  or  safety.  Any 
exceptions  are  subject  to  the  following  requirements  and  procedures: 

1.  In  the  case  of  a  rationing  allocation,  it  must  be  shown  that  the 
allocation  is  not  sufficient  to  meet  public  health  or  safety  needs. 

In  the  case  of  water  use  restrictions,  it  must  be  shown  that  there  are 
no  alternatives  to  the  use  of  water. 

2.  Water  used  under  this  exception  procedure  must  be  efficiently  used 
without  waste. 

3.  Appeals  must  be  in  writing  to  the  Water  Rationing  Administrator    P  0 
Box  7466,  San  Francisco,  CA  94120. 

4.  Appeals  of  rationing  allocations  determined  to  contain  false 
Information  may  result  In  a  reduction  in  the  allocation  and  the 
Installation  of  a  flow  restricting  device  In  the  service  line  of  the 
customer. 

5.  Approval  of  appeals  may  require  verification  that  all  appropriate 
conservation  measures  are  In  place  and  may  require  an  on-site 
conservation  Inspection  prior  to  approval. 

6.  Denials  may  be  appealed  to  the  General  Manager  of  the  Water  Department 
whose  decision  will  be  final. 

Suburban  Resale  Customers 

The  Suburban  Resale  customers  in  total  shall  receive  an  annual  allocation  of 
water  based  on  the  same  inside/outside  formula  that  will  be  used  for  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco.    Monthly  allocations  for  each  Suburban  Resale 
customer  have  been  proposed  which  collectively  add  up  to  the  total  annual 
allocation  and  which  distribute  water  equitably  to  all  wholesale  customers. 
Customers  purchasing  water  for  resale  are  strongly  encouraged  to  adopt  water 
usage  restrictions  and  enforcement  programs  similar  to  those  employed  In  San 
Franci  SCO. 

Banking.    Banking  provisions  will  allow  water  savings  below  allotments  In 
any  month  to  be  applied  against  water  use  above  allotments  in  any  month  to 
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meet   special    circumstances    Inherent   In   the  operating   conditions   of   the  resale 
customers.     Failure  to  pay  excess  use  charges   in  a  timely  manner  that  are  ni? 
protested  in  writing  may  result  in  the  rescission  of  banking  provisions  of 
individual  Suburban  Resale  customers. 

"Banked"  water,  after  two  years  of  successful  rationing,  has  grown  to  a 
significant  level.    This  "balance,"  if  used  in  its  entirety,  could  place  a 
significant  burden  on  water  available  to  all  other  customers  in  the  service 
area,  including  customers  in  San  Francisco.    Discussions  are  being  initiated 
with  the  Suburban  Resale  Customers  concerning  the  establishment  of  a  ceiling 
on  such  banked  water  balances  and  the  reduction  of  current  balances. 

Exceptions  to  Annual  Allocations.    Adjustments  for  growth  will  be  made 
only  to  the  effect  that  increases  are  offset  against  the  total  Suburban  Resale 
customers'  annual  allocation. 

Service  to  the  Cities  of  San  Jose  and  Santa  Clara.    Consistent  with  the 
Commission  action  taken  during  the  previous  water  shortage  emergency,  the 
Cities  of  San  Jose  and  Santa  Clara  have  been  included  in  the  Suburban  Resale 
Customer  Allocation  Plan.    These  two  cities,  under  the  terms  of  existing 
contracts  with  the  Water  Department,  are  classified  as  purchasing  water  on  a 
temporary  and  i nterrupti bl e  basis.    While  interruption  of  service  to  these 
cities  is  not  recommended  in  1992,  a  worsening  of  the  water  supply  situation 
in  1993.  however,  may  require  a  recommendation  by  the  Water  Department  to  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission  to  temporarily  interrupt  service  to  both  San  Jose 
and  Santa  Clara. 

III.     BUDGET  REQUIREMENTS 

Program  funding  for  the  balance  of  the  1992  fiscal  year  is  contained  in  the 
1991/92  budget.    Funding  has  also  been  included  in  the  1992/93  budget  request 
adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  during  its  recent  budget  review 
process.    Such  funding  was  predicated  on  the  continuation  of  the  program  at 
the  25%  rationing  level  already  in  place.    A  copy  of  the  proposed  1992-93 
budget  is  attached. 


IV.     PER  CAPITA  METHQDOLOfiY 


Per  Capita 


The  general  premise  of  the  recommended  proposed  25%  mandatory  rationing 
program  is  based  in  the  concept  of  a  percentage  reduction  of  consumption  from 
a  1987  base  year.    Questions  of  equity  have  been  raised  concerning  the 
utilization  of  the  allocation  methodology  with  some  discussion  as  to  the  use 
of  a  per  capita  methodology  within  the  City  of  San  Francisco  only  as  a  more 
equitable  means  of  distributing  the  rationing  effort. 

While  it  is  still  accurate  to  state  that  the  recommended  program  is  based  on  a 
percentage  reduction,  what  is  not  generally  understood  is  that  a  substantial 
portion  of  the  residential  accounts,  both  single  and  multi-family,  have 
current  allotments  based  on  a  per  capita  methodology.    In  fact    68%  of  the 
total  single-family  (72,000  out  of  106.000)  and  61%  of  the  multi-family 
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accounts  (21.000  out  of  35.000)  have  an  assigned  allotment  reflectinq  current 
occupancy  data  for  one  of  the  three  following  reasons:  (1)  The  customer  came 
on  to  the  account  after  1987;  (2)  lacked  1987  consumption  history  and  provided 
information  as  to  the  number  of  occupants  in  the  residence;  or  (3)  appeals 
granted  during  any  rationing  programs  over  the  last  five  years  were  based 
primarily  on  a  change  in  the  number  of  occupants  in  a  residence.    Overall,  66% 
of  all  residential  account  allocations  are  currently  based  on  a  per  capita 
methodology. 

In  April,  1991  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  requested  the  Department  to 
consider  the  development  of  a  per  capita  program  for  the  residential  sector  of 
San  Francisco.    At  a  public  hearing  in  October,  1991  the  Department  presented 
four  per  capita  methodologies  for  consideration  by  the  Commission.    At  that 
time  the  Department  recommended  that  the  Commission  take  no  action  on  the 
adoption  of  a  per  capita  program  prior  to  April,  1992.    This  recommendation 
was  based  on  two  considerations:  (1)  that  it  would  give  the  Department 
appropriate  time  to  conduct  a  census  to  arrive  at  usable  numbers  in  the 
development  of  what  a  per  capita  level  should  be  and  (2)  as  of  April,  1992  the 
snow  survey  would  be  available,  which,  other  data  together  with  would  allow 
the  Department  to  know  whether  it  was  in  a  position  to  recommend  a 
continuation,  program  diminution  or  termination  of  the  rationing. 

The  census  was  developed  and  mailed,  data  has  been  collected  and  certain 
refinements  to  the  original  methodologies  presented  have  been  made.  The 
proposal  to  adopt  a  per  capita  methodology  in  the  City  of  San  Francisco  will 
be  presented  to  the  Commission  at  its  meeting  on  April  28,  1992  in  concert 
with  a  discussion  and  recommendation  to  continue  the  current  rationing  program. 

V.  ATTACHMENTS 

Attachment  A  Excess  Use  Charges 

Attachment  B  Proposed  1992-93  Rationing  Budget 


0410X/6-11 
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ATTACHMENT  A  -  EXCESS  USE  CHARGES 


SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 
PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RATE  SCHEDULES  FOR  WATER  SERVICE 


July  1.  1991 


SCHEDULE  W-42.    WATER  USE  IN  EXCESS  OF  ALLOTMENT. 


Applicable  to  all  water  customers  of  the  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  and  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Department. 


If  Your  Excess 
Water  Consumption  i : 

up  to  10%  over  allotment 

10.01-20%  over  allotment 

20.01%  or  over  allotment 


Excess  Use  Charge  will  be: 
2  times  charge  for  water  delivered 
8  times  charge  for  water  delivered 
10  times  charge  for  water  delivered 


0410X-12 
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■^TTflCHWEN/    B    -    PKUPUSfcU    1 BITOGCT  "^"^     

2-     Position  Detail  -  List  oroposgd  new  positions  (or  substitutions^ 
A.     Classification    B.     No.  of      C.  Total 


(If  Possible) 

Posi  tions 

Sal ari  es 

1446  Secretary  II 

1 

$32,318 

1468  Water  Services 
Clerk 

3 

82.761 

1478  Senior  Water 
Services  Clerk 

4 

122.040 

1480  Principal  Water 
Services  Clerk 

2 

66.762 

1823  Sr.  Admin. 
Anal vst 

1 

44.564 

7316  Water  Service 
Insoector 

6 

284.694 

7317  Senior  Water 
Service  Inspector 

2 

104.608 

Subtotal : 

19 

$737,747 

D.  Fringes 
(25%  X  C 


$184.437 

3.    Non-Labor  Cost  Detail  -  List  bv  Category  (if  possible) 


(A) 
Subobject 
(See  Appen.  C) 

0100  Overtime  -  Misc. 

0102  Overtime  -  Craft 

1050  Data  Processing/ 
Professional  Services 

1204  Vehicle  Rental 

1233  Postage  

1236  Printing  

1301  Office  Supplies 

1302  Forms  

SUBTOTAL: 

Total  Equi pment 
(Attach  itemized 
list)  $ 


(B) 
One-Time 
Cost 


(C) 
Conti  nuing 
Cost 


E.  Total 
Cost  (C+D) 


$922.184 


(D) 

Total  Amount 
(B  +  C) 

$  40.000 

20.000 


25.000 
60.000 
49.000 
10.000 
20.000 
10.000 
234.000 


Total  Program  cost:  (Labor,  Non-Labor  and  Equipment  Subtotals)    $1 .156.184 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  ^  A.-^^ 


WHEREAS,   This  Commission  at  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  meeting  of  April  22,    1991  requested  a   report  on 
the  possible  implementation  of  a  per  capita  rationing 
program  for  the  residential  retail  customers  of  the  San 
Francisco  Water  Department;  and 

WHEREAS,  Department  staff  reported  back  to  the 
Commission  on  May  30,   1991  that  there  were  three  basic 
types  of  per  capita  programs  that  could  be  implemented  for 
residential  customers;  and 

WHEREAS,  That  this  Commission  by  Resolution  No, 
91-0234,  dated  June  25,   1991,   called  for  public  hearings 
on  the  proposed  per  capita  rationing  programs;  and 

WHEREAS,  A  public  hearing  was  held  on  October  8, 
1991;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  Commission  further  directed  the  Water 
Department  to  conduct  a  survey  of  its  resident ia 1  retai 1 
customers  and  to  consider  a  methodology  to  meet  irrigation 
needs  for  incorporation  into  such  a  per  capita  plan;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  Commission  has  considered  the  various 
per  capita  methods  and  public  testimony  from  the  hearing; 
now,   therefore,   be  it 

RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  directs  the  Department 
to  continue  the  same  form  of  residential  rationing 
currently  in  use. 


0147S-3 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  APRIL      28  1992 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 
PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


Proposal  for  Initiation 
of  a  Per  Capita  Rationing 
Program  in  San  Francisco 


Prepared  for  Public  Hearing  on 
April  28,  1992 
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I .  PROLOGUE 


At  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  meeting  of  April  23 ,  1991 
the  Commission  requested  the  Water  Department  to  study  the 
possible  implementation  of  a  per  capita   rationing  program  in 
San  Francisco .     A  report  summarizing  the  types  of  per  capita 
programs  that  could  be  considered,   the  methodology  for 
gathering  the  data  necessary  to  implement  a  per  capita  program, 
costs  of  such  a  program  and  other  information  that  may  prove 
beneficial  to  the  Commission  was  submitted  to  the  Commission  on 
May  30,   1992.     A  public  hearing  to  consider  the  report  was  held 
on  October  8,  1991. 

At  this  meeting,   the  Commission  instructed  the  Department  to 
conduct  a  census  of  all  residential  customers  in  San  Francisco 
and  also  to  consider  a  means  of  allocating  some  level  of 
irrigation  water  in  the  per  capita  methodology.     The  Commission 
further  instructed  the  Department  to  recalendar  discussion  of 
this  item  at  such  time  that  recommendations  might  be  made  about 
extending  the  current  rationing  program.     The  following  is  the 
referenced  updated  report. 


II .     TYPES  OF  PROGRAMS 

There  are  three  basic  types  of  per  capita  programs: 

o       A  simple  per  capita  allotment  providing  a  defined 
number  of  gallons  per  day  per  known  number  of 
occupants  in  a  household. 

o      A  household  allotment  providing  a  defined  number  of 
gallons  per  day  per  household  utilizing  an  assumption 
as  to  the  typica 1  or  average  number  of  occupants  in  a 
household . 

o       Either  of  the  first  two  alternatives  in  combination 
with  an  additional  amount  of  water  for  irrigation 
needs . 

Any  of  these  three  alternatives  assumes  the  assignment  of  the 
same  number  of  gallons  per  dav  to  an  occupant,    irrespective  of 
occupancy  in  a  single  family  or  multi-family  residence   (i.e.  an 
apartment,  duplex,   triplex,  etc.).     It  is  also  assumed  that  the 
current  appeals  process  would  remain  intact  so  that  households 
which  have  changes  in  occupancy  would  be  provided  with  a 
process  to  guarantee  an  appropriate  level  of  water  for  the 
actua 1  number  of  occupants  in  the  household .     Final ly,  any 
appeal  of  a  multi-family  account  would  only  be  by  account,  not 
by  individual   living  unit. 
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Option  #1 

The  first  alternative,    the  use  of  a  simple  per  capita 
a 1 lotment ,    is  ultimately  s imple  to  admini s te r ,    and  f rom  the 
customer's  point  of  view  is  far  and  away  the  easiest  to 
understand  and  is  generally  perceived  as  the  most  equitable 
form  of  allotment.     This  approach,   and  any  approach  using  a  per 
capita  methodology,  however,  does  have  a  downside  in  that  it 
will  reduce  the  current  allotments  for  a  substantial  number  of 
customers  who,  under  the  current  25%  non-per  capita  program, 
probably  have  higher  allotments  based  on  their  1987 
consumption.     It  may  also  provide  insufficient  water  to 
households  with  even  minimum  irrigation  needs.     From  a  more 
global  view,   however,   if  a  current  allotment  is  higher  because 
a  household  was  "wasting"  water  in  1987 ,   a  per  capita  program 
moves  away  from  rewarding  the  waster  which  has  always  been  a 
concern  of  many  people  about  the  current  program. 

Option  #2 

The  second  option,   the  use  of  a  per  household  allotment,  is 
even  more  simple  to  administer  and  is  as  equally  understandable 
by  the  customer.     Using  this  approach,   the  initial  step  is  to 
make  a  determination  as  to  a  typical  or  average  household.  The 
most  justifiable  number  to  use  is  the  1990  Census  figure  of  2.6 
occupants  per  household.     For  ease  of  conversion  and 
understanding  by  the  general  public,   this  number  has  been 
raised  to  3  occupants  per  household  in  the  current  proposal.  A 
household  allotment  is  then  developed  based  on  a  defined  number 
of  gallons  per  occupant  times  three  so  that  each  household  is 
assigned  exactly  the  same  allotment.     From  an  administrative 
point  of  view,   this  is  an  extremely  simple  program  to 
administer  because  it  requires  no  initial  census  gathering  but 
merely  the  assignment  of  the  same  allotment  to  every 
residential  customer  in  San  Francisco.     There  would,   of  course, 
under  this  option  be  a  peak  appeal  processing  period  for 
accounts  with  more  than  three  occupants.     It  should  be  noted, 
however,   that  any  household  which  has  less  than  three  occupants 
automatically  derives  the  benefit  of  the  entire  allotment 
thereby  removing  ( 1 )   the  incentive  to  conserve  and  < 2 )  the 
concept  of  equity  that  is  better  contained  in  the  first 
alternative , 

Option  #3 

The  third  alternative,  whether  the  use  of  a  per  capita  or  a  per 
household  a  1 lotment ,   incorporates  an  additional  feature  that 
reflects  customer  concern  about  the  loss  of  vegetation  and 
landscaping.     In  this  approach,   an  amount  of  water  is  set  aside 
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from   the   available   pool   of  water   and   added   to  either 
alternative  specifically  to  allow  a  customer   to  protect  certain 
designated  vegetation.     In  no  way  would  this  approach  allow  for 
sufficient  water  to  maintain  landscaping  at  pre-drought  levels, 
but  rather  it  would  provide  a  minimum  amount  of  water  to 
sustain  specified  trees  and/or  shrubs  and  plants. 

This  third  alternative  is  important  to  a  significant  number  of 
people  for  two  diverse  reasons.     One  group  of  customers  views 
this  as  a  protection  of  thei r  landscaping  investment  and  the 
aesthetics  of  their  premises.     A  second  group,  more 
environmentally  concerned,   sees  the  protection  of  the  trees  and 
plants  as  significant  in  combating  the  build  up  of  carbon 
dioxide,   easing  the  problems  of  global  warming  and  protecting  a 
fragile  ecosystem. 

It  is  important  to  note  that  the  utilization  of  this  third 
alternative  has  an  impact  on  the  size  of  the  basic  allotment 
whether  per  capita  or  per  household  in  that  the  development  of 
a  pool  of  water  necessary  to  meet  such  irrigation  needs  would 
require  a  reduction  of  indoor  use,   thus  a  reduction  in  the 
daily  per  capita  or  per  household  allotment. 


Ill .      CENSUS  METHODOLOGY 

Implementation  of  a  per  capita  or  per  capita  plus  irrigation 
water  program  required  the  development  of  a  census  by  the 
Department.     A  simple  census  or  occupancy  survey  (copy 
attached)  was  included  in  the  Department's  normal  billing  cycle 
for  the  billing  cycle  of  January/February,    1992.     A  simple 
statement  was  included  in  an  insert  (copy  attached) 
accompanying  the  bill  stipulating  that  the  Commission  had 
instructed  the  Department  to  gather  occupancy  data  in  order  to 
guarantee  that  each  household  would  have  its  fair  share  of 
water  during  a  potential  drought  period.     The  insert  was 
printed  in  four   languages   (English,   Spanish,   Chinese  and 
Tagalog)  to  facilitate  ease  of  communication  with  as  many  of 
our  customers  as  possible. 

The  rationale  for  conducting  the  census  was  printed  on  the 
insert;  the  second  page  of  the  bill  included  the  survey 
itself.      It  was  a  simplified  document   requiring  only  the  number 
of  occupants,   the  date  and  a  signature  affirming  the  accuracy 
of  the  information  under  penalty  of  perjury.     The  surveys  were 
returned  with  the  bill  payment,   thereby  creating  no  additional 
cost  to  the  individuals  being  surveyed.     Lack  of  response  to 
the  survey  would  result  in  a  minimum  allotment  (equal  to  one 
occupant  only),   subject  to  written  appeal. 
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As   Of  April    1,    1992,    69%   of   all    residential   customers  (both 
single  and  multi-unit   accounts)    responded   to   the  survey 
Inclusion  of   this  data  with  occupancy  data   gathered   through  the 
rationing  program's  appeal  process  provides   information  on  85% 
of  all   residential  accounts. 


IV.      PROGRAM  COSTS 

The  Department  considered  two  options  for  circulating  the 
occupancy  survey.     One  was  a  direct  mailing  to  the  customers, 
the  benefit  of  which  was  that  everybody  gets  it  at  the  same 
time  and  responses  are  returned  in  a  more  timely  fashion.  The 
second  option,   including  the  survey  in  the  bill  mailings, 
required  an  estimated  three-month  response  period  since  the 
billing  cycle  extends  over  two  months  and  allowances  must  be 
made  for  customers  who  receive  their  bill  at  the  end  of  the 
billing  cycle  to  respond.     The  Department  opted  to  include  the 
survey  in  the  bills  based  primarily  on  financial  concerns. 
This  proposal  cost  approximately  $6,000  for  typesetting, 
printing,   etc.   versus  approximately  $85,000  for  the  second 
option,   a  direct  mailing. 

It  appears,   based  on  analysis,   that  additional  costs  to 
develop,    implement  and  maintain  a  per  capita  program  would  be 
about  $15,000.00.     Existing  Department  staff  would  be  able  to 
handle  appeals  to  allotments,   although  there  may  be  an  initial 
peak  demand  period  requiring  overtime  work  estimated  at 
$5,000.00  as  people  who  have  not  responded  to  the  census  find 
that  they  have  been  alloted  a  minimum  amount  thereby  forcing 
them  to  appeal  on  the  basis  of  an  accurate  head  count. 
Keypunch  costs  in  the  amount  of  $5,000.00  would  be  required  for 
follow-up  inputting  of  data.     Programming  costs   in  the  amount 
of  $5,000.00  would  be  required  primarily  to  develop  the  new 
allocations.     Costs  already  incurred,   associated  with  gathering 
the  census  data,   are  estimated  at  approximately  $11,000.00, 
$6,000.00  for  preparation  of  the  survey  and  $5,000.00  for 
initial  keypunch  data  entry. 


V.      DETERMINATION  OF  PER  CAPITA  AMOUNTS 

Determining  either  a  per  capita  or  a  per  household  allotment 
will  require  utilizing  system  data  as  to  the  amount  of  water 
allocated  under  the  current  program  to  both  single  and 
multi-family  residential  accounts  in  San  Francisco,  deleting 
all  accounts  that  are  irrigation  only,   establishing  a  reserve 
pool  of  water  to  accommodate  adjustments  on  appeal  and  dividing 
the  remaining  pool  of  water  by  data  taken  from  the  Department's 
census.  The  per  capita  or  per  household  amount  arrived  at,  even 
with  the  inclusion  of  water  for  irrigation,  would  have  to 
sustain  a  conservation  effort  at  the  current  program  level 
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Because   there   is   a   sustained   interest   on   the   part   of    the  Commission, 
the  Mayor 's  Office  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors   to  protect   the  local 
economy  in  terms  of  financial   impact  and  the  maintenance  of  existing 
jobs,   commercial  and  industrial   accounts  have  been  excluded  from 
this  analysis  and  any  proposals  derived  from  the  analysis.  While 
commercial  and  industrial  allotments  are  based  on  1987  usage,   it  is 
relatively  safe  to  say  that  the  vast  majority  of  those  accounts  have 
been  adjusted  on  the  basis  of  data  supplied  during  the  appeal 
processes  in  1988,   1990  or  1991  as  to  production  or  service  levels, 
growth  and  new  businesses  coming  on-line. 


VI.     DETERMINATION  OF  IRRIGATION  USE 

For  reasons  stated  above,   the  Department  initially  recommended  the 
assignment  of  a  flat  50  gpd  per  residential  account  for  irrigation 
use.     The  Commission  guestioned  an  arbitrary  assignment  of  water 
without  taking  into  consideration  specific  needs  of  individual 
households  for  irrigation  use.     Based  on  this  concern,  the 
Department  solicited  input  from  the  Green  Industry  Council  of  the 
San  Francisco  Bay  Area.     This  is  a  "coalition  to  facilitate  the 
interaction  of  member  professional  associations  dedicated  to  the 
enhancement  of  the  landscape  environment."     The  Council  did 
substantial  pro  bono  work  in  conjunction  with  department  staff  and 
arrived  at  a  proposal  that  recognized  the  need  for  some  level  of  / 
irrigation  water  and  provided  a  methodology  based  on  both  scientific 
and  industry  expertise.     The  Council's  proposal  was  developed  within 
certain  parameters  provided  by  the  Department,  including 
requirements  that  the  program  be  easy  to  administer,   that  it  could 
be  readily  understood  by  homeowners,   that  different  allocations 
should  be  derived  to  reflect  different  levels  of  water  that  may  be 
available  for  distribution,   and  that  the  maximum  annual  allocation 
to  be  used  was  50  gpd  for  365  days,  or  18,250  gallons  annually. 

The  following  irrigation  needs  program  was  developed.  Emphasis  was 
placed  on  allocating  the  most  water  in  the  summer  months  and  lesser 
amounts  in  the  spring  and  fall  months  with  none  in  the  winter  months: 

Irrigation  Schedule  Irrigation  Level 

March-April     May-August      Sept . -October 


45  gal/day      65  gal/day      45  gal/day      -sufficient  for  landscape 
35  gal/day      50  gal/day      35  gal/day      -stressed  landscape 
20  gal /day      30  gal /day      20  gal/day      -crises :  enough  to  save 

valuable  plants  only 
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VII.      OPTIONS   UNDER  CONSIDERATION 


An  analysis  of  available  water  under  a  25%  rationing  program 
indicates  the  following  per  capita  amounts  under  each  option: 


o 


per  capita 


o     per  household 

o     per  capita  and  irrigation 

o     per  household  and  i rrigation 


56  gpd  per  occupant 

156  gpd  per  household 

50  gpd  per  occupant+ 
irrigation  water  per 
schedule 


138  gpd  per  household+ 
irrigation  water  per 
schedule 


These  per  capita  amounts  are  based  on  a  projected  census 
response .     To  the  extent  that  the  total  number  of  household 
occupants  reported  in  the  census  survey  substantially  exceeds 
these  figures,   the  Department  would  have  to  reassess  the  per 
capita  amounts  identified  with  the  possibility  of  a 
recommendation  being  made  to  the  Commission  to  reduce  the  per 
capita  to  stay  within  the  pool  of  available  water. 


VIII.  RECOMMENDATION 

The  Department  recommends,   if  any  action  is  warranted  in  the 
adoption  of  a  per  capita  program,   that  the  Commission  adopt  the 
per  capita  plus  irrigation  water  methodology.     This  methodology 
contains  the  perceived  benefit  of  equity  (everyone  gets  the 
same  amount  of  water) ,   provides  a  minimum  amount  of  water  to 
sustain  trees  and  shrubs,   and  does  not  provide  more  water  than 
is  required  for  some  households  as  does  the  household  allotment 
approach . 


IX.  ATTACHMENTS 

A .  Occupancy  Survey 

B.  Informational  Insert 


0147S/5-14 
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ATTACHMENT  A 

Occupancy  Survey 

OETACM  *l0NG  this  PEBFOflATlON 


SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 


OCCUPANCY   SURVEY  iin^^i^^i^^ 

PLEASE    RETURN   THIS   SURVEY   FORM   WITH    YOUR  PAYMENT. 
ACCOUNT  NUMBER: 
SERVICE  ADDRESS: 

CUSTOMER  NAME: 

I    CERTIFY   UNDER    PENALTY   OF    PERJURY   THAT   THE   FOLLOWING   NUMBER  OF 
PERMANENT   RESIDENTS   RESIDE    AT   THIS   SERVICE  ADDRESS: 

NUMBER    OF    PERMANENT  RESIDENTS: 

IS   WATER    NEEDED   FOR    IRRIGATION   PURPOSES?      YES  NO 

IF    YES   WAS   CHECKED,    APPROXIMATELY   HOW  MANY 
SQUARE    FEET   ARE  IRRIGATED? 


NAME    (PLEASE  PRINT) 


SIGNATURE 


PAGE  QE 


A  UNIT  OF  WATER  IS  JAB  GALLONS 


t 
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ATTACHMENT  B 


Informational  Insert 


.^EStDEMTTAUACCCtJNTS 

lutv^ws'  L":«  nuno«<cr  Mirmnirtf  ic^sai^a  iiwc-Uia -"^,1  *acr 
■lucartoal'-aiif  Vifvicj  *cs:uoc.  iufv»Y  ^iAilnc:ucJ4l^l^cml4- 
".;non(,^■uMC'■■a^*■^orc^lc^of  ifn^iaan.  ">9infcfmaacrn3a*i<vj 
;i(ni<'«o  ivTw  u  cat  >-i<i  ^  ivajLaa«  ir  .(  Zr^czmms  n»CMmrf  - 
*c=mcTji«  Ci«  -at«<-  uiocaQejns  ^^&<;r»<3  -3  '»s«anoaj  -star  w 


:i'ic»r^(j  cvM;aiafrnfi(  :r  :c=^:4nc-/  "nay  .ic:v;ca  ■ic-4C:='^S  :t 


ENC'JESTA  S08RE  EL  MUMERO  0£ 
QCUPANTES  EN  LAS  C'JENTAS 
HESIDENCIALES 

3aiO  la  cracnon  ad  U  Comsioo  ce  Sarvicos  P'jclicos  aa 
ai/i  r-artasca.  31  Cooana/nenio  c»  Aqua  ca  aan  ?fanasco  9SLa 
ranauaaooo  'jna  jncuasia  soo'a  *umafo  3Cuoan'«» 
saimanaflias  cue  10  man  oanaaa  cacacjancaaa  aq-ja  resiaanoaj. 
i-a  ^nctjai;a  amoian  inauve  la  miormaaon  uora  ai  uso  ce  aqua 
:ara  imcacon.  asia  lurnarwa  inrormaoon  anora  aa/a  aua  as>s 
;i30oniol«  a  ijs  ;ub  -Is^ja  a  ser  lecaiano  a  focamoyiacon  aal 
'eoaAO  aqua  cua  na  sioo  a5i<;naco  aa/a  la^  cua^ias  aai  sarviao 
3»  jgua  fBsicencaj.  z\  larmuia/io  ilenaao  aeoa  sef  snviaao  at 
3aoaramenio  ca  Aijjaoe  iin  rraooscacon  ai  oa^o  oarai  sarvtoo 
'a  aqua. 

.-qauitaaos  za  a  jnojasta  saora  -a  ca/infiad  la 
iOdCanias  juaaan  lar  'aniicaaoa  ;or  ^na  aucitona.  £,^(/e  lis 
WTiconas  cor  aumanto  aanooraoo  ce  ocjoa/iiea  incuiran  las 
Muccanes  an  la  canceaa  ca  agua  asignaoa  o  ac=3nes  i&gaies 
uraoiacas. 


^iGSUSURI  .'UMG  BILAiNG  NG  "ACfJG 

;;A(<Ai:ra  sa  3avvat  ^ama.mahay 

janaui'.ia.-  -5  5in  '^'ancsca'^'-siicUlitiiasCjiTifnis- 
i.-.-i  irg  Sdfi  -'ancscs  tVaiar  Cecarvriani  ay  <asaii.KU¥a*q 
^.'.ra^awa  '5  laqsuSwH  ia  3:ianq  t  -^a  re'irianariiang 

■  a.".;nif anan  na  mav  "Jug.-^avart  sa  :awai  'ana^ian  sa  aan  -^fan- 
:-;c3.  tiiarra     sa  :cqs-s:.."~q  1:3  arq  ~.-3  (frco/masvofi  33 

?_3:g  ia  ca<;cic;.iq  sataoa^  "g  ^acanavan.  TTmCocn 

■  1  i."  —^3  Ka'-ta;anq  I'a  i;canq  fnav  Tia^jar-n  ar^jmanq  eras  ■':a 
•  i'-Arzzr.q  jag'jmn  anq  n^^Kas/cn  r;  .-_;:q  -:a  mifaan  sa  cawa  t 
liia-iaya-i    ^azai   .an-a  ir,;  -73  iag^i  ^a  r-qa  .ia(ant:r,qan 

li-T-.a  i,-^  :2yac  a:  .;aci.a  ia        ^'a'ci^ca  ■'iz.it  Zean- 

-^i*-.--  ;iy.an  r-  rr.qasi^ lavor  ^.-.q  *asan,iar.an  ia  i^:rc; 
•■=i;c.-^  :2q:Kan5 .-afiir;.-i,iaf!  jv  anq  .-T^iimrr;  3ac3a«as  ia 

'-."7  ■  "iia.-ar.qan. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FFIANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  This  Commission  on  March  10,  1992.  by  Resolution  No.  92-0074 
designated  Tuesday,  April  14,  1992  as  the  date  for  a  public  hearing  to  be 
conducted  at  2:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  282.  San  Francisco,  by  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  to  consider  proposals  for  rate  increases  for  water 
service  and  water  supplied  by  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  to  its  retail 
customers  within  and  outside  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  Commission  rescheduled  this  hearing  to  April  28,  1992  at 
2:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  282,  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  Members  of  the  public  have  been  given  an  opportunity  and  have 
expressed  their  views  on  the  recommended  Schedule  of  Rates;  now.  therefore,  be 
it 

RESOLVED,  That  pursuant  to  a  published  notice  of  intention  of  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  to  adopt  a  revised  Schedule  of  Rates  to  be  charged  by  the 
San  Francisco  Water  Department  for  retail  water  service  in  San  Francisco  and 
suburban  areas,  and  a  public  hearing  held  on  April  28.  1992,  a  copy  of  said 
Schedule  of  Rates  and  Charges  being  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
this  Commission  and  being  made  part  of  this  resolution  by  reference,  this 
Commission  hereby  adopts  a  Schedule  of  Rates  to  be  charged  by  the  San 
Francisco  Water  Department  for  water  service  in  San  Francisco  and  suburban 
areas  which  shall  be  uniform  to  the  nearest  ten  cents  on  service  charges  and 
to  the  nearest  mil  on  water  rates  and  surcharges  for  all  water  delivered 
within  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  all  water  delivered  to  the 
Suburban  Non-Resale  customers;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED.  That  the  FY  1992-93  Schedule  of  Rates  and  Charges  shall 
be  effective  with  meter  readings  made  on  or  after  July  1,  1992;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  foregoing  rate  schedules  are  for  the  purpose 
of  meeting  operating  expenses,  including  employee  wage  rates  and  fringe 
benefits,  purchasing  or  leasing  of  supplies,  equipment  or  materials,  meeting 
financial  reserve  needs  and  requirements,  obtaining  funds  for  capital  projects 
necessary  to  maintain  service  within  existing  service  areas  and  other 
budgetary  requirements  of  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED.  That  in  accordance  with  File  8832,  Ordinance  7384.  this 
Commission  approves  and  hereby  submits  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  a  report  of 
the  anticipated  effect  of  the  foregoing  Schedule  of  Rates  to  be  charged  by  the 
San  Francisco  Water  Department  for  water  service  in  San  Francisco  and  suburban 
areas  based  upon  the  budget  of  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  for  the 
current  and  ensuing  fiscal  year,  together  with  all  the  data  supporting  such 
conclusions  and  a  statement  of  the  anticipated  tax  subsidy,  if  any,  for  such 
years . 
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/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  APRIL      28  1992  


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  '^'^'"Gl.^S 


WHEREAS,  This  Commision  on  March  10,  1992,  by  Resolution  No.  92-0074 
designated  Tuesday,  April  14,  1992,  as  the  date  for  a  public  hearing  to  be 
conducted  at  2:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  282,  San  Francisco,  by  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  to  consider  a  proposal  for  rate  increases  for  water 
service  and  water  supplied  by  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  to  its 
wholesale  customers  with  long  term  contracts;  and 

WHEREAS.  This  Commission  rescheduled  this  hearing  to  April  28.  1992  at 
2:00  p.m.  at  City  Hall,  Room  282,  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS.  Members  of  the  public  have  been  given  an  opportunity  and  have 
expressed  their  views  on  the  recommended  Schedule  of  Rates;  now,  therefore,  be 
it 

RESOLVED.  That  pursuant  to  a  published  notice  of  intention  of  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  to  adopt  a  revised  Schedule  of  Rates  to  be  charged  by  the 
San  Francisco  Water  Department  for  water  service  to  suburban  resale  customers, 
and  a  public  hearing  held  on  April  28,  1992  a  copy  of  said  revised  Schedule 
W-25  Resale  Use  With  Long  Term  Contract  being  on  file  in  the  office  of  the 
Secretary  of  this  Commission  and  being  made  part  of  this  resolution  by 
reference,  this  Commission  hereby  adopts  a  revised  Schedule  W-25  to  be  charged 
by  the  San  Francisco  Water  department  for  water  service  to  suburban  wholesale 
customers  and  shall  include  an  increase  of  18.6  percent  on  rates  and  charges 
which  shall  be  uniform  to  the  nearest  dollar  on  service  charges  and  to  the 
nearest  cent  on  water  rates  for  all  water  delivered  to  this  class  of  customer; 
and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED.  That  said  revised  Schedule  of  Rates  and  Charges  shall 
become  effective  with  meter  readings  made  on  or  after  July  1.  1992;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  foregoing  rate  schedules  are  for  the  purpose 
of  meeting  operating  expenses,  including  employee  wage  rates  and  fringe 
benefits,  purchasing  or  leasing  of  supplies,  equipment  or  materials,  meeting 
financial  reserve  needs  and  requirements,  obtaining  funds  for  capital  projects 
necessary  to  maintain  service  within  existing  service  areas  and  other 
budgetary  requirements  of  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  in  accordance  with  File  8832,  Ordinance  7384,  this 
Commission  approves  and  hereby  submits  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  a  report  of 
the  anticipated  effect  of  the  foregoing  revision  of  the  Schedule  of  Rates  to 
be  charged  by  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  for  water  service  in  San 
Francisco  and  suburban  areas  based  upon  the  budget  of  the  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  for  the  current  and  ensuing  fiscal  year,  together  with  all  the  data 
supporting  such  conclusions  and  a  statement  of  the  anticipated  tax  subsidy,  if 
any,  for  such  years. 
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/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  Us  meetin,  APRIL       28  1992 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 
PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


REVENUE  REQUIREMENT 
AND 

RATE     INCREASE  ANALYSIS 


425  MASON  STREET 
SAN  FRANCISCO,    CALIFORNIA  94102 


APRIL  20,  1992 
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REVENUE  REQUIREMENT  AND 
RATE  INCREASE  SUMMARY 


On  March  10,  1992.  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
called  for  public  hearings  on  proposed  water  rate  increases.    The  hearings  are 
to  be  held  on  April  28.  1992  at  2:00  p.m.  in  Room  282.  City  Hall.  San 
Francisco,  California. 

I^holesale  Rates 

These  rates  apply  to  our  Suburban  wholesale  (resale  use)  customers. 
On  April  28.  1992.  the  Department  will  request  adoption  of  a  18.6%  rate 
increase.    These  rates  are  calculated  on  a  cost  of  service  methodology  and  the 
revenue  is  maintained  separately  from  other  Water  Department  revenue.  This 
process  and  methodology  is  in  accordance  with  the  Suburban  Rate  Agreement  as 
approved  by  all  agencies  in  1984. 

The  wholesale  users  represent  approximately  60%  of  the  total  water 
used  in  our  system.    San  Francisco  must  establish  wholesale  rates  as  soon  as 
possible  to  allow  each  wholesaler  to  set  rates  for  their  retail  customers. 


Retail  Rates 

Discontinue  Hater  Purchase  Surcharge:    In  1991,  a  water  purchase 
surcharge  was  established  to  for  water  purchases  made  from  the  State  Emergency 
Water  Bank  and  Placer  County  Water  Agency.    San  Francisco's  share  of  cost  was 
approximately  $7.3  million.    We  project  to  collect  $6.3  million  from  this 
surcharge  this  year.    It  is  staff's  recommendation  that  this  surcharge  be 
discontinued  and  cover  the  $1  million  shortfall  from  closeout  balances  in  the 
FY91-92  budget. 

Base  Rate  Increases:    In  1990,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
adopted  a  14%  rate  increase  for  San  Francisco's  retail  customers  in  and 
outside  the  City.    This  increase  was  the  first  of  a  five-year  financial  plan 
that  proposed  a  combination  of  bonds  and  rate  increases  to  gradually  bring  the 
rate  base  up  to  the  level  needed  to  fully  fund  operating  and  capital 
expenses.    This  plan  was  based  on  five  "normal"  years  of  consumption  and 
revenue.    None  of  the  three  years  so  far  have  been  "normal",  however  the 
"differences"  from  the  plan  were  adjusted  with  capital  deferrals,  a  special 
purpose  surcharge  and  continued  revenue  from  excess  use  charges.    In  the  third 
year  of  this  plan  and  6th  consecutive  year  of  drought,  it  is  staff's 
recommendation  to  increase  the  meter  charge  by  14%  and  the  water  charge  by 
18%.    This  increases  the  base  cost  of  each  billing  unit  (748  gallons  of  water) 
from  760  to  89.7|i.    Since  the  increase  Is  made  at  the  same  time  the  surcharge 
is  eliminated,  the  overall  cost  for  water  decreases  from  $.94  to  $.897. 
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•       ..  ^^cef  ?   CJsg   Charges:      These   charges   will    remain   in   effect   until  rationinn 

7S  d7scont7nue0    however  there  is  one  change  in  the  program      Sun  cipar  ^ 
accounts  currently  exempt  from  water  charges  will  be  subject  to  excess  use 
charges  as  all  other  accounts  are  at  the  applicable  rate  schedule  for  their 
account . 


Return  Check  Charge:    This  charge  is  being  established  to  allow  the 
Department  to  recover  its  costs  for  checks  returned  due  to  insufficient 
funds.    There  is  a  charge  to  the  Department  from  the  bank  plus  processing  and 
handling  costs  for  these  checks  and  it  should  be  paid  for  by  the  individual 
customer  rather  than  all  ratepayers. 

The  following  pages  provide  a  description  of  all  proposed  changes  and 
revenue  requirement  analyses  for  each  one.    All  schedules  will  be  effective 


PAGES 


Revenue  Requirement  and  Rate  Adjustment  Analysis 

for  the  San  Francisco  Water  Supply  System  ]  _  3 


EXHIBITS  TITLE 

A     Actual  Revenue  And  Expenditures  Fiscal  Year  1990-91 

B     Estimated  Revenues  and  Expenditures  Fiscal  Year  1991-92 

C     Estimated  Revenues  and  Expenditures  FY  1992-93 
S.  F.  Customer  Rate  Comparison 

Suburban  Revenue  Requirement  Adjustments  FY  1992-93 
Proposed  Rate  Schedules  for  Water  Service 


ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY  ACT  STATEMENT 


The  proposed  rate  increase  for  all  customers  supplied  by  the  San 
Francisco  Water  Department  system  is  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  operating 
expenses    including  employee  wage  rates  and  fringe  benefits,  purchasing  or 
leasing  of  supplies,  equipment  or  materials,  meeting  financial  reserve  needs 
and  requirements    obtaining  funds  for  capital  projects  necessary  to  maintain 
service  within  the  existing  service  areas  and  for  other  budgeting  requirements 
of  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department.  c^u  ■ .  emt.i 
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REVENUE  REQUIREMENT  AND  RATE  INCREASE  ADJUSTMENT 
ANALYSIS  FOR  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  SUPPLY  SYSTEM 


The  Department  has  two  classes  of  customers:    Resale  and  Retail  The 
Suburban  Resale  rates  are  calculated  by  a  utility  methodology  agreed  upon  by 
contract.    The  retail  customers  rates  are  calculated  on  a  cash  method     Due  to 
these  differences,  the  rates  will  be  discussed  separately. 


PROPOSED  RATES  PACKAGE 
FOR  RETAIL  CUSTOMERS  WITHIN  AND  OUTSIDE 
THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

In  1988,  the  Department  declared  a  water  shortage  emergency  and  increased 
the  water  rates  15%.    As  it  was  explained  at  that  time,  the  Department 
projected  a  $10.4  million  deficit,  but  also  was  receiving  $3  million  from  a 
land  sale  and  $3.8  million  in  cost  avoidances  for  one  year.    Those  avoidances 
were  $800,000  in  salary  savings  and  $3  million  in  removing  the  "cash  float" 
from  the  Department's  capital  projects.    These  one  time  savings  resulted  in 
needing  only  $3.6  million  instead  of  $10.4  million.    The  Department  also 
projected  using  $7.5  million  of  its  unappropriated  account  to  balance  the 
budget . 

The  following  year,  1989,  the  rationing  was  discontinued  and  the  15% 
increase  was  maintained.    No  additional  increase  was  requested  because  the 
Department  had  collected  over  $7.5  million  in  excess  use  fees  and  projected  an 
additional  $3.2  million  still  remaining  in  the  unappropriated  account  The 
total  $10.7  million  plus  the  $1.7  million  received  by  continuing  the  15% 
increase  would  have  balanced  the  expenditures  but  leave  no  reserves  unless 
revenues  were  higher  than  projection.    Given  the  uncertainty  of  the  water  use 
after  the  rationing  was  lifted,  the  recommendation  was  to  continue  to  use  one 
time  savings  to  balance  the  budget. 

The  summary  of  revenues  and  expenditures  for  FY  1988-89  showed  that  in 
fact  the  customers  continued  to  save  water.    Use  was  7%  below  1987  and  net 
revenues  were  as  projected.    Unfortunately,  costs  were  higher  than  projected 
with  major  expenditures  due  to  the  Correa  Decision  and  the  Loma  Prieta 
Earthquake.    Cost  savings  and  project  closeouts  brought  the  final  balance  to 
fund'  Department  used  all  of  the  $10.8  million  from  its  unappropriated 

In  1990,  the  Department  faced  its  fourth  dry  year  and  had  to  return  to 
water  rationing.    The  four  consecutive  years  of  lower  revenues  and  the  use  of 
one-time  sources  of  income  had  exhausted  all  its  cash  reserves  and  required 
either  a  large  rate  increase  or  a  change  from  a  "pay  as  you  go"  cash 
methodology  to  an  alternative  funding  strategy.    A  five  year  financial  plan 
was  proposed  to  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  that  established  regular  rate 
increases  of  14%  over  five  years  in  combination  with  bonding  portions  of  the 
Department  s  capital  program.    This  plan  utilized  bonds  as  a  rate  stablizinq 
tool  to  give  the  customers  a  graduated  increase  in  rates  instead  of  one  large 
rate  increase.    At  the  end  of  this  period  the  rate  base  should  be  sufficient 
to  meet  both  regular  operating  and  capital  funding  requirements.    The  first 
I4Z  rate  increase  was  approved  in  1990. 
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In   1991.   the  base  rate  was   increased  I4X  as  planned  and  an  additional 
"water  purchase  surcharge"  was  added  to  pay  for  the  purchase  of  emergency 
water  from  outside  our  water  system.     Projected  revenues  and  expenditures 
indicate  that  expenditures  will  exceed  revenues  by  $3  million.    The  shortfall 
is  caused  by  a  decrease  in  revenue  due  to  lower  water  consumption.  The 
shortfall  will  be  met  from  budget  closeouts. 

The  FY92-93  budget  requests  include  some  significant  increases.    There  is 
$9.3  million  for  water  quality  improvement,  environmental  reviews,  design  and 
data  monitoring,  $7  million  increase  in  revenue  bond  debt  service,  $4  million 
"seed"  money  for  possible  water  purchases  in  1993  and  $2.7  million  in  salary 
standardization  costs.    On  the  revenue  side,  water  sales  is  projected  at  the 
same  level  as  the  current  year  and  both  interest  and  excess  use  charges  are 
expected  to  be  lower.    Without  a  rate  Increase,  revenues  would  be  $8.6  million 
less  in  FY  92-93  than  FY91-92.    By  reducing  our  budget  request  by  $4.7 
million,  identifying  capital  deobl 1 gations/deferral s  and  a  $7.7  payment  due 
from  our  suburban  wholesalers  for  the  balancing  account,  the  cash  still  needed 
to  balance  the  budget  is  $5.9  mniion.    The  proposed  method  to  cover  this 
shortfall  Is  by  Increasing  the  meter  charge  by  14%  and  the  water  charge  by 
18X    Since  the  increase  is  made  at  the  same  time  the  surcharge  is  eliminated, 
the  overall  cost  for  water  used  decreases  from  $.94  to  $.897»  but  the  monthly 
meter  charge  does  increase  141.    Those  meters  using  little  or  no  water  will 
Increase  14%,  however  most  accounts  will  see  either  little  change  In  cost  or  a 
decrease. 

The  two  other  changes  being  made  that  impact  retail  rates  are  to 
establish  a  check  return  charge  and  to  Include  Municipal  non-paying  accounts 
In  schedule  W-42  Water  Use  in  Excess  of  Allotment. 

The  establishment  of  a  return  check  charge  is  made  to  allow  us  to  recover 
costs  for  checks  returned  to  us  due  to  Insufficient  funds.    We  pay  a  fee  to 
the  bank  for  these  "bounced"  checks  and  incur  labor  costs  in  reprocessing  the 
checks,  rebilllng  and  pursuing  collection  of  outstanding  bills.    This  charge 
will  permit  us  allocate  costs  to  the  individual  accounts. 

The  second  change  Is  to  Include  municipal  accounts  that  are  exempt  from 
water  charges  to  pay  excess  use  fees  when  exceeding  their  allotment.  During 
the  budget  hearings,  the  Commission  directed  the  Department  to  make  the 
Municipal  "non-paying"  accounts  subject  to  rate  schedule  W-42  Water  Use  In 
Excess  of  Allotment.    We  hope  to  Improve  both  the  monitoring  of  these  accounts 
at  the  user  level  and  promote  water  conservation  practices  by  attaching  a 
financial  cost  to  water  waste. 
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PROPOSED  RATE  INCREASE 
FOR  SUBURBAN  WHOLESALE  CUSTOMERS 


RESALE  USE  NITH  LONG  TERM  CONTRACT 

The  San  Francisco  Water  Department  delivers  water  on  a  wholesale  basis  to 
30  water  agencies  (named  the  Suburban  Customers)  outside  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco.    In  1984,  the  Department  and  its  Suburban  Customers  approved 
a  Settlement  Agreement  and  Master  Water  Sales  Contract  ("Agreement").  This 
Agreement  resolved  litigation  pending  since  1974  and  established  a  method  by 
which  Suburban  Resale  rates  are  calculated  each  year.    As  a  result  of  this 
Agreement,  annual  rate  increases  and  decreases  for  Suburban  and  City  customers 
depend  upon  distribution  of  costs  associated  with  serving  each  of  the  two 
classes  of  customers.    The  City  sets  the  wholesale  water  rates  to  recover  all 
costs  associated  with  providing  water  to  the  Suburban  Customers,  plus  a  rate 
of  return  on  all  debt  funded  assets  and  future  revenue  funded  assets. 
Overpayments  or  underpayments  are  put  into  the  Suburban  Balancing  Account  and 
factored  into  the  rate  calculation  for  the  following  year. 

In  FY  1990-91.  the  Estimated  Suburban  Revenue  Requirement  was  $41,473,790 
with  an  underpayment  of  $7,765,516.    The  estimated  payment  and  revenue 
requirement  for  FY  1991-92  will  result  in  $7,655,101  still  being  owed  to  San 
Francisco.    This  receivable  plus  the  projected  payment  and  revenue  requirement 
for  FY  1992-93  is  what  determines  the  rate  needed  to  pay  their  share  of  costs 
and  reduce  the  balancing  account  to  zero.  / 

Since  consumption  represents  93X  of  this  class  of  customer's  revenue 
base,  the  calculations  change  a  great  deal  during  rationing.    The  same 
assumptions  and  estimates  used  for  City  retail  customers  were  used  in 
calculating  these  rates.    However,  the  methodology  is  different  as  required  by 
contract. 

The  Suburban  rates  will  increase  18. 6X  to  cover  a  $9,072,713  revenue 
shortfall.    These  rates  are  applied  to  both  service  and  commodity  charges. 
The  unit  charge  increase  $.87  per  ccf  or  $378.97  per  acre  foot. 

SCHEDULE  W-42.     EXCESS  USE  OF  CHARGES 

This  schedule's  structure  remains  the  same  but  the  numeric  factor  applies 
to  both  the  base  unit  charge  and  drought  surcharge. 

SCHEDULE  W-43.     FLOW  RESTRICTING  INSTALLATIONS. 

This  schedule  was  updated  to  reflect  actual  cost. 
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ACTUAL    REVENUE    AND  EXPENDITURES 
FISCAL  YEAR  1990-91* 


!       Ci  tv 

!  Suburban 
!  Resale 

!  Department 
!  Total 

Beginning  Unappropriated 
Balance  7/1/90 

!  $  -0- 

!      $  -0- 

Beginning  Balance  -  Suburban 
Resale  Balancing  Account  7/1/90 

!  2,420.076 

!  (2.420.076) 

REVENUES 
Sale  of  Water 
Excess  Use  Charges 
Rents 
I n teres t 
Service  Charges 
Miscellaneous 
1991  Bond  Proceeds 

!  29,097.506 
!  6.627.391 
!  3.883,000 
'        ORQ  nnn 

■        o  ,  \JD  y  ,  uuu 

!  2.021.000 
!  1,859.000 
!  7.517.000 

!  36,243.421 

TOTAL  REVENUE 

!  54.063.897 

36.243.421 

90.307.31fi 

TOTAL 

!  56,483.973 

33.823.345 

$90,307,318 

ALLOCATION  OF  FUNDS 
BUDGETED  EXPENDITURES 

Operating  Costs 

Piirrhfl<;p  nf  Watpr  ^Hotrh  Hofrhu^ 

r  UP  Ullage   \J  \    naLci     vncLLii  ncULMY^ 

Purchase  of  Water  (Other  Sources) 

G.O.  Bond  Debt  Service 

Capital  &  Facilities  Maint.  Projects 

!  38,680,690 

!  3.496,539 
!  2.292.000 
!  13.963.000 

15.805.628 
5.391 .461 

Total  Budgeted  Expenditures 

!  63.706,952 

25,504.366 

NON-BUDGETED  EXPENDITURES 

^llhlirhfln   npnrDriatinn  Pnct- 

OUL>U<  Uail     L>C|JI  CV.  luL  lUli            o  x. 

Suburban  Return  on  Investment  Cost 
Interest  on  Suburban  Resale  Bal .  Acct. 
Close  outs/Capi tal  Deobligation 

!  (12.213,200) 
!  (193.606). 
!  (14.601 .636). 

"3   ci~t~i  con  1 

J ,  0/ / . boy  ! 
12.213.200  ! 
193.606  ! 

Total  Non-Budgeted  Expenditures 

!  (30.686.131)! 

16.084.495  ! 

TOTAL  ALLOCATION  OF  FUNDS 

!    33.020.821  ! 

41.588,861  ! 

74.609,682 

Estimated  Ending  Suburban  Resale 
Balancing  Account  6/30/91 

Rate  Stabilization  Fund 

Estimated  Ending  Unappropriated 
Balance  6/30/91 

!  (7.765,516)! 
!     14,601 .636  ! 

!      1.096.000  ! 

7,765,516  ! 

14  601  fi'^fi 

1 .096.000 
$90,307,318 

*Unaudited  figures 
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ESTIMATED  REVENUE  AND  EXPENDITURES 
FISCAL  YEAR  1991-92 


!  Citv 

!  Suburban 
!  Resale 

!  Department 
!  Total 

Estimated  Beginning  Unappropriated 

Balance  7/1/91 
Estimated  Beginning  Balance  -  Suburban 

Resale  Balancing  Account  7/1/91 
Rate  Stabilization  Fund 

!  $  1.096,000 

!  7.765.516 
!     14.601 .636 

!  (7.765.516) 

!  $    1 ,096,000 
!      14.601 ,636 

REVENUES 
Sale  of  Water 
Water  Purchase  Surcharge 
Excess  Use  Charge 
Rents 
Interest 
Servi  ce  Charges 
Mi  seel  1 aneous 

34.656.201 
6,279,814 
4,500.000 
7  7nn  non 

•J  t  1  \J\J  .  UVJVJ 

3.000,000 
2.000.000 
1  .652.300 

!  48.892.514 

TOTAL  REVENUE 

55.788.315 

!  104.680.R?q 

TOTAL 

79.251 .467 

41  ,126.998 

!  $120  378  465 

ALLOCATION  OF  FUNDS 
BUDGETED  EXPENDITURES 

/ 

Operating  Costs 

Purchase  of  Water  (Hetch  Hetchy) 
Purchase  of  Water  (Other  Sourrp*;^ 
G.O.  Bond  Debt  Service 
Revenue  Bond  Debt  Service 
CIP/FM  Projects 

38,129.734 
9,645,188 

A    Dm  CQC 
,  IJU  1  .  030 

2.110,000 
7.088,660 
30.465.000 

17,744,452 
4,896.812 
/ ,403 . 780 

Total  Budgeted  Expenditures 

92.240.177  . 

30.045.044  ! 

NON-BUDGETED  EXPENDITllRFS  I 

Suburban  Decreciation  Cost 
Suburban  Return  on  Investment  Cost 
Interest  on  Suburban  Resale  Bal    Arrt  ' 
Close  outs/Capital  Deobligation  ! 

V  J , DO / . U ! 

(14.428.793)! 
^  CO  1   9/11  ^  1 

(14.730.000)! 

Q     cot     rtO 1  1 

3,087,021  I 
14,428.793  ! 

CO  1     O  /I  1  1 

Total  Non-Budgeted  Expenditures  ! 

(33.457.05.S)! 

TOTAL  ALLOCATION  OF  FUNDS  ! 

58.773,122  ! 

48.782.099  ! 

107.555,221 

Estimated  Ending  Suburban  Resale  ! 

Balancing  Account  6/30/92  ! 

Rate  Stabilization  Fund  ! 
Estimated  Unappropriated  Balance  ! 

6/30/92  1 

(7.655.101)! 
12.712.829  I 

-  0  -  ! 

7,655.101  ! 

12  712  fiPQ 

-  0  - 
$120,268,050 
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ESTIMATED    REVENUE    AND  EXPENDITURES 
FISCAL  YEAR  1992-93 


City 


Suburban 
Resale 


Department 
Total 


Estimated  Beginning  Unappropriated 
Balance  7/1/92 

Estimated  Beginning  Balance  -  Suburban 
Resale  Balancing  Account  7/1/92 
Rate  Stabilization  Fund 

REVENUES 
Sale  of  Water 
Excess  Use  Charge 
Rents 
Interest 
Service  Charges 
Miscellaneous 

TOTAL  REVENUE 

TOTAL 

ALLOCATION  OF  FUNDS 
BUDGETED  EXPENDITURES 

Operating  Costs 

Purchase  of  Water  (Hetch  Hetchy) 
Purchase  of  Water  (Other  Sources) 
G.O.  Bond  Debt  Service 
Revenue  Bond  Debt  Service 
CIP/FM  Projects 

Total  Budgeted  Expenditures 

NON-BUDGETED  EXPENDITURES 

Suburban  Depreciation  Cost 
Suburban  Return  on  Investment  Cost 
Interest  on  Suburban  Resale  Bal .  Acct. 

Total  Non-Budgeted  Expenditures 

TOTAL  ALLOCATION  OF  FUNDS 

Estimated  Ending  Suburban  Resale 

Balancing  Account  6/30/93 
Estimated  Unappropriated  Balance 

6/30/93 


i     -  0  - 

7,655,101 
12.712,829 


40.572,753* 
3,000.000 
3,883.000 
2.250.000 
2,300.000 
1 .100.000 

53.105.753 

73,473,683 


38.620,862 
9,392,015 
1  .573,600 
2,002.795 
14,376,485 
25.367.900 

91  .333,657 


(4.712.741) 
(15.573,501) 
(459.306) 

(20.745.548) 

70.588.109 

-  0  - 
2,885,574 


(7.655,101) 


57.965,227' 


57.965.227 
50.310,126 


21  .988,193 
5,149,985 
2.426,400 


29,564.578 

4,712,741 
15.573.501 
459.306 

20.745.548 

50.310.126 

-  0  - 


$      -  0  - 


12,712.829 


111.070.980 
$123,783,809 


Projected  at  rate  increases  for  San  Francisco  Reta 


120.898,235 


2.885.574 
$123,783,809 


1  Customers:    14X  meter,  18t  water 


**  Projected  at  18.6%  rate  increase  for  Suburban  Wholesale  Customers. 

0412X-8 


-  6  - 


* 

CD 

^  3> 

o 

re 

■o 

—1 

»✓> 

■o 

Of 

to 

 ,, 

— % 

to 

1 — 

-f 

fD 

Of 

Q. 

r-f- 

fD 

^-^ 

c 

(D 

fD  vO 

O 

-J 

=3 

<T> 

i-t- 

3  fD 

- — * 

fD 

— h 

P' 

■o 

i-t- 

-») 

— 

r-l- 

(U 

i> 

— '• 

—J. 

r+ 

-t 

T3 

_.. 

o 

— * 

o 

r+ 

CU 

— •  3 

t/> 

n> 

o 

3 

-1 

r+ 

3 

(T> 

r-h 

c  — • 

O 

CD 

O 

Zl 

3  fD 

~1 

r-h 

— ' 

fD 

— 1 

(D 

fD 

Zl 

<-+  -t) 

X 

r+ 

3 

ua 

*< 

ho 

ro 

cn 

CJl 

ro 

CD 

ro 

o 

cn 

CO 

-J 

o 

O  I 


a  w 

-1.  (D 
O  Q. 
3 


3> 


ro 

fSJ 

ro 

ro 

OJ 

ro 

OJ 

Ln 

— 1 

O 

Oi 

OJ 

OJ 

OJ 

cn  OO 

>o 

o 

u> 

OO  eT\ 

a> 

4:^ 

O 

ro 

00 

CO 

<J\  CO 

o 

o»  -1 

C 

fD  fD 

■n 

-1  13 

o 

3- 

"D 

c  o 

-s  3- 

a 

O  (H 

fD 

=r  -n 

a>  lo 

trt  fD 

fD 

+ 

o 

TO 


> 


I  O 

o 

-D 
J> 
33 
1—1 

I  OO 

o 


-< 


O 
3> 


CO 
3> 


ro 

ro 

ro 

cn 

CO 

OJ 

-J 

ro 

CO 

cn 

OJ 

CO 

(ji 

--J 

C7^ 

OO 

cn 

OO 

ro 

ro 

VO 

a> 

CO 

o 

OO 

CTi 

CD 

<J1 

CO 

CO 

OO 

OO 

r+ 

d 

fD 

-1 

-i 

IQ 

o 

t— 1 

fD 

=r 

a* 

o 

CU 

-1 

r~t- 

o 

fD 

fD 

QJ 

"D 

(/> 

-1 

(D 

do 

I— 

o 

fD 

i/i 

fD 

</> 

TO 

o 

I— I 

OO 

O 
O 

(~) 

cz 

CO 

—I 

o 


3> 
—I 

m 

CO 


OO 


cn 

-C 

CO 

-J 

cn 

O 

OJ 

o 

o 

cn 

O 

ro 

cn 

CO 

o 

cn 

' — ' 

I 

o 
I 


-h  O 
O 


CO 

CO 

ro 

CO 

CO 

CO 

cn 

cn 

OO 

W 

cn 

o 


o 


I  fD 


►  ■ 


EXHIBIT   D      CSUBSECTION  5.07ft>(.' 


'  KEY: 

*  H  =  THE  Y-f^B  fr^H  (fHI-^  T«E  CITY  15  SETTING  HATES 
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EXHIBIT  C 


SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 
PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


PROPOSED 
RATE  SCHEDULES 
FOR 

WATER  SERVICE 


4  25  MASON  STREET 
SAN  FRANCISCO,    CALIFORNIA  94102 

JULY  1,  1992 
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SAN  FRANCISCO 

Publ  i  c  Uti  1  i  ti  es  Comrr 
RATE  SCHEDULES 

APPLICABLE  WITHIN 
CITY  AND  COUNTY 


WATER  DEPARTMENT 

lission  of  San  Francisco 
FOR  WATER  SERVICE 

1.  1992 

THE  LIMITS  OF  THE 
OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


SCHEDULE  W-1.    RESIDENTIAL.  COMMERCIAL.  INDUSTRIAL  AND  GENERAL  USES. 


FIRST: 


A  SERVICE  CHARGE  based  on  the  size  of  the  meter.    For  two-month 
(bi-monthly)  billing  the  charge  shall  be  twice  the  amounts  shown. 

 MONTHLY  CHARGF<;  


DISC/ 

METER 

SIZE 

COMPOUND 

CREST 

MAGNETIC 

METERS 

METERS 

METERS 

5/8 

i  n 

$  2.40 

$  

$  

3/4 

in 

3.90 

1 

in 

6.70 

1-1/2 

i  n 

9.80 

2 

i  n 

17.90 

3 

i  n 

35.90 

4 

i  n 

71  .70 

79.90 

6 

in 

107.60 

154.90 

8 
10 

in 

143.40 

301 .60 

511.80 

i  n 

179.30 

391.20 

12 

i  n 

215.20 

415.70 

1.165.50 

16 

in 

286.90 

1.271.40 

18 

in 

1  .385.50 

20 

i  n 

1 ,434.40 

TURBO 
METERS 


130.40 
283.60 
423.80 
766.10 

1,630.00 


The  service  charge  for  a  battery  of  meters  installed  on  one  service  in  lieu  of 
one  meter  or  for  a  special  type  of  meter  shall  be  based  on  the  size  of  sinqle 
or  multiple  standard  type  meters  of  equivalent  capacity, 

SECOND:    A  CHARGE  FOR  WATER  DELIVERED  based  on  one  month  meter  readings: 

For  an  deliveries  89.7  cents  per  100  cu.  ft. 

OR  SECOND:    A  CHARGE  FOR  WATER  DELIVERED  based  on  two-month  (bi-monthly)  meter 
readings: 

For  all  deliveries  89.7  cents  per  100  cu.  ft. 
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EXHIBIT  C 


SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 
PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


PROPOSED 
RATE  SCHEDULES 
FOR 

WATER  SERVICE 


425  MASON  STREET 
SAN  FRANCISCO,   CALIFORNIA  94102 

JULY  1,  1992 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 
Public  Utilities  Commission  of  San  Francisco 
RATE  SCHEDULES  FOR  WATER  SERVICE 

July  1 .  1992 

APPLICABLE  WITHIN  THE  LIMITS  OF  THE 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


SCHEDULE  W-1.    RESIDENTIAL,  COMMERCIAL.  INDUSTRIAL  AND  GENERAL  USES. 


Bills  for  all  metered  services,  excepting  fire,  irrigation  and  special  shipping 
services,  shall  consist  of: 

FIRST:     A  SERVICE  CHARGE  based  on  the  size  of  the  meter.    For  two-month 
(bi-monthly)  billing  the  charge  shall  be  twice  the  amounts  shown. 

 MONTHLY  CHARGES  


DISC/ 

COMPOUND 

CREST 

MAGNETIC 

TURBO 

METER 

SIZE 

METERS 

METERS 

METERS 

METERS 

5/8 

i  n 

$  2.40 

$  

$  — 

$   

3/4 

i  n 

3.90 

1 

in 

6.70 

1-1/2 

in 

9.80 

2 

i  n 

17.90 

3 

i  n 

35.90 

4 

1  n 

71  .70 

79.90 

130.40 

6 

in 

107.60 

154.90 

283.60 

8 

in 

143.40 

301.60 

511.80 

423.80 

10 

in 

179.30 

391 .20 

766.10 

12 

i  n 

215.20 

415.70 

1 .165.50 

16 

in 

286.90 

1 .271 .40 

1 .630.00 

18 

in 

1 ,385.50 

20 

in 

1 ,434.40 

The  service  charge  for  a  battery  of  meters  installed  on  one  service  in  lieu  of 
one  meter  or  for  a  special  type  of  meter  shall  be  based  on  the  size  of  single 
or  multiple  standard  type  meters  of  equivalent  capacity. 

SECOND:    A  CHARGE  FOR  WATER  DELIVERED  based  on  one  month  meter  readings: 

For  all  deliveries  89.7  cents  per  100  cu.  ft. 

OR  SECOND:    A  CHARGE  FOR  WATER  DELIVERED  based  on  two-month  (bi-monthly)  meter 
readi  ngs : 

For  all  deliveries  89.7  cents  per  100  cu.  ft. 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 
Public  Utilities  Commission  of  San  Francisco 
RATE  SCHEDULES  FOR  WATER  SERVICE 

July  1,  1992 

APPLICABLE  WITHIN  THE  LIMITS  OF  THE 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


SCHEDULE  W-IA.    COMBINATION  SERVICE 


In  such  cases  where,  after  Water  Department  approval,  standard  and  fire 
services  have  been  combined,  the  bills  will  consist  of: 

FIRST:     A  SERVICE  CHARGE  based  on  the  size  of  the  meter.    For  two-  month 
(bi-monthly)  billing  the  charge  shall  be  twice  the  amount  shown: 


5/8  in  $  3.30  4  in   $  96.40 

3/4  in                     5.30  6  in   144.50 

1  in                     9.00  8  in   192.70 

1-1/2  in  13.10  10  in   240.90 

2  in  24.10  12  in   289.10 

3  in                    48.20  16  in   385.40 


The  service  charge  for  a  battery  of  meters  installed  on  one  service  in  lieu  of 
one  meter  or  for  a  special  type  of  meter  shall  be  based  on  the  size  of  a 
single  or  multiple  standard  type  meters  of  equivalent  capacity. 


SECOND:     A  CHARGE  FOR  WATER  DELIVERED  based  on  one  month  meter  readings: 
For  all  deliveries  89.7  cents  per  100  cu.  ft. 


OR  SECOND:    A  CHARGE  FOR  WATER  DELIVERED  based  on  two-month  (bi-monthly)  meter 
readings : 

For  all  deliveries  89. 7  cents  per  100  cu.  ft. 
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SAN    FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 

Public  Utilities  Commission  of  San  Francisco 
RATE  SCHEDULES  FOR  WATER  SERVICE 

July  1 ,  1992 

APPLICABLE  WITHIN  AND  OUTSIDE  THE  LIMITS 
OF  THE  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


SCHEDULE  W-IB.    IRRIGATION  SERVICES  USES. 


Covering  only  straight  irrigation  services: 

FIRST:     A  SERVICE  CHARGE  based  on  the  size  of  the  meter.    For  two-month 
(bi-monthly)  billing  the  charge  shall  be  twice  the  amounts  shown. 

 MONTHLY  CHARGES  


DISC/ 

METER 

SIZE 

COMPOUND 

CREST 

MAGNETIC 

TURBO 

METERS 

METERS 

METERS 

METERS 

5/8 

in 

$  2.40 

$  

$  

$   

3/4 

in 

3.90 

1 

in 

6.70 

1-1/2 

in 

9.80 

2 

i  n 

17.90 

3 

in 

35.90 

4 

i  n 

71 .70 

79.90 

130.40 

6 

in 

107.60 

154.90 

283.60 

a 

in 

143.40 

301 .60 

511 .80 

423.80 

10 

in 

179.30 

391 .20 

766.10 

12 

in 

215.20 

415.70 

1  ,165.50 

16 

in 

286.90 

1 ,271 .40 

1 .630.00 

18 

in 

1,385.50 

20 

in 

1.434.40 

The  service  charge  for  a  battery  of  meters  installed  on  one  service  in  lieu  of 
one  meter  or  for  a  special  type  of  meter  shall  be  based  on  the  size  of  single 
or  multiple  standard  type  meters  of  equivalent  capacity, 

SECOND:    A  CHARGE  FOR  WATER  DELIVERED  based  on  one  month  meter  readings: 

For  all  deliveries  89.7  cents  per  100  cu.  ft. 

OR  SECOND:    A  CHARGE  FOR  HATER  DELIVERED  based  on  two-month  (bi-monthly)  meter 
readings: 

For  all  deliveries  89.7  cents  per  100  cu.  ft. 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 
Public  Utilities  Commission  of  San  Francisco 
RATE  SCHEDULES  FOR  WATER  SERVICE 

July  1.  1992 

APPLICABLE  WITHIN  THE  LIMITS  OF  THE 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

SCHEDULE  W-2.    FIRE  SERVICE 


Covering  only  straight  fire  service  required  by  the  regulations  of  the  San 
Francisco  Fire  Department  or  the  Underwriters  having  jurisdiction,  installed 
and  maintained  according  to  the  rules,  regulations  and  specifications  of  the 
San  Francisco  Water  Department  and  for  which  the  installation  charge  has  been 
paid  in  accordance  with  Schedule  W-41 : 

FIRST:     A  MONTHLY  SERVICE  CHARGE  based  on  the  size  of  service: 

1  in  .  .  .$  6.60  3  in  .  .  .  $31.60  8  in  ...  $  83.90 
1-1/2  in  ,  .  .    9.90        4  in  .  .  .    42.10         10  in  .  .  .  104.90 

2  in  .  .  .  18.10         6  in  .  .  .    63.00         12  in  .  .  .  126.00 

The  service  charge  for  a  battery  of  meters  installed  on  one  service  in  lieu  of 
one  meter  shall  be  based  on  the  size  of  a  single  meter  of  equivalent  capacity. 

SECOND:    A  CHARGE  FOR  WATER  DELIVERED 

(minimum  billing  not  to  apply)  SCHEDULE  W-1 

If  water  is  used  for  any  purpose  other  than  extinguishing  accidental  fires, 
the  Schedule  W-1  rates  for  service  charge,  water  delivered  and  minimum  billing 
shall  apply. 

SCHEDULE  W-3.    PUBLIC  USES  AND  FIRE  PROTECTION 

FIRE  HYDRANTS  attached  to  the  system  of  the  San  Francisco  Water 

Department    $17.70  per  month 

Applying  to  all  water  furnished  to  San  Francisco  Municipal  Departments: 

PUBLIC  BUILDING.  PARKS  AND  OTHER 

METERED  SERVICE   SCHEDULE  W-1 

STREET  SPRINKLING  AND  FLUSHING.    Quantities  to  be  computed  from 
records  of  tank  wagons  and  billed  as  one  amount. 
No  service  charge  to  apply    SCHEDULE  W-1 
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SAN   FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 

Public  Utilities  Commission  of  San  Francisco 
RATE  SCHEDULES  FOR  WATER  SERVICE 

July  1 ,  1992 

APPLICABLE  WITHIN  THE  LIMITS  OF  THE 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

SCHEDULE  W-4.    DOCK  AND  SHIPPING  SUPPLY 

For  regularly  metered  service    SCHEDULE  W-1 

For  SPECIAL  SHIPPING  SERVICE  including  hose  truck  and  other  special  service 
from  open  docks  through  common  hydrants  where  delivery  is  not  through  a 
service  and  meter  for  which  the  customer  is  responsible: 

FIRST:      A  SERVICE  CHARGE  on  each  meter    $47.00 

SECOND:    A  CHARGE  FOR  WATER  DELIVERED    SCHEDULE  W-1 

ci^n^K  application  of  the  special  shipping  rates,  minimum  bills 

shall  be  the  service  charge  plus  the  charge  for  3.300  cubic  feet  of  water. 


SCHEDULE  W-5. 

BUILDERS"  AND  CONTRACTORS'  SUPPLY  FOR  METERED  SERVICE  through  fire  hydrants 
and  other  metered  service  (Contractor  to  obtain  permission  for  use  of  fire 
hydrants  from  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Commission): 

FIRST:      A  METER  CONNECTION  CHARGE    $36.70 

SECOND:    A  SERVICE  CHARGE  and  a  CHARGE  FOR 

WATER  DELIVERED    SCHEDULE  W-1 

FOR  UNMETERED  SERVICE  through  fire  hydrants  and  other  unmetered  services  by 
special  arrangement  with  San  Francisco  Water  Department  (Contractor  to  obtain 
permission  for  use  of  fire  hydrants  from  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Commission): 

FIRST:     A  service  charge  on  each  billing    $36.70 

SECOND:    A  charge  for  water  delivered: 

To  be  based  on  the  estimated  quantities  of  water  delivered  as 
computed  by  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  and  billed  in 
accordance  with  Schedule  W-1  rates. 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 
Public  Utilities  Commission  of  San  Francisco 
RATE  SCHEDULES  FOR  WATER  SERVICE 

July  1.  1992 

APPLICABLE  OUTSIDE  THE  LIMITS  OF  THE 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

SCHEDULE  W-21.    RESIDENTIAL.  COMMERCIAL.  INDUSTRIAL  AND  GENERAL  USES: 

Bills  for  all  metered  services,  excepting  fire,  irrigation  and  resale 
services,  shall  consist  of: 

FIRST:     A  SERVICE  CHARGE  based  on  the  size  of  the  meter.    For  two-month 
(bi-monthly)  billing  the  charge  shall  be  twice  the  amounts  shown. 

 MONTHLY  CHARGES  

DISC/ 


COMPOUND 

CREST 

MAGNETIC 

TURBO 

METER 

SIZE 

METERS 

METERS 

METERS 

METERS 

5/8 

in 

$  3.60 

$  — 

$   

$   

3/4 

in 

5.80 

1 

in 

10.00 

1-1/2 

i  n 

14.60 

2 

in 

26.70 

3 

in 

53.50 

4 

in 

106.90 

119.10 

194.40 

6 

i  n 

160.40 

230.90 

422,80 

8 

i  n 

213.80 

449.60 

763.00 

631 .80 

10 

i  n 

267.30 

583.20 

1 ,142.10 

12 

in 

320.80 

619.70 

1  ,737.50 

16 

in 

427.70 

1  ,895.40 

2.430.00 

18 

in 

2,065.50 

20 

in 

2.138.40 

The  service  charge  for  a  battery  of  meters  installed  on  one  service  in  lieu  of 
one  meter  or  for  a  special  type  of  meter  shall  be  based  on  the  size  of  single 
or  multiple  standard  type  meters  of  equivalent  capacity. 


SECOND:    A  CHARGE  FOR  WATER  DELIVERED  based  on  one  month  meter  readings: 
For  all  deliveries  85  cents  per  100  cu.  ft. 


OR  SECOND:    A  CHARGE  FOR  WATER  DELIVERED  based  on  two-month  (bi-monthly)  meter 
readi  ngs : 

For  all  deliveries  85  cents  per  100  cu.  ft. 
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SAN   FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 

Public  Utilities  Commission  of  San  Francisco 
RATE  SCHEDULES  FOR  WATER  SERVICE 


July  1 .  1992 

APPLICABLE  OUTSIDE  THE  LIMITS  OF  THE 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


SCHEDULE  W-22.    FIRE  SERVICE 


Covering  only  straight  fire  service  required  by  the  regulations  of  the  Fire 
Department  or  the  Underwriters  having  jurisdiction,  installed  and  maintained 
according  to  the  rules,  regulations  and  specifications  of  the  San  Francisco 
Water  Department  and  for  which  the  installation  charge  has  been  paid  in 
accordance  with  Schedule  W-41: 


FIRST:     A  MONTHLY  SERVICE  CHARGE  based  on  the  service  size: 


2  in  .  .  .    $  10.70       6  in  .  .  .      $49.70  10  in  .  .  .  $114.50 

4  in  .  .  .       23.10       8  in  .  .  .       79.60  12  in  .  .  .  159.60 

16  in  .  .  .  318.30 


SECOND:    A  CHARGE  FOR  WATER  DELIVERED 

(Minimum  billing  not  to  apply).S  Applicable  Schedule 

If  water  is  used  for  any  purpose  other  than  extinguishing  accidental  fires, 
the  applicable  schedule  of  rates  for  service  charge,  water  delivered  and 
minimum  billing  shall  apply. 


SCHEDULE  W-23.    PUBLIC  USES 


FIRE  HYDRANTS  installed  and  maintained  according  to  the  rules, 
regulations  and  specifications  of  the 

San  Francisco  Water  Department    $27.70  per  month 

Other  Public  Uses    Applicable  Schedule 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 
Public  Utilities  Commission  of  San  Francisco 
RATE  SCHEDULES  FOR  WATER  SERVICE 

July  1,  1992 


SCHEDULE  W-25.    RESALE  USE  WITH  LONG  TERM  CONTRACT 

For  service  to  Municipalities,  Water  Districts  and  others  who,  under  long  term 
contracts,  purchase  water  for  resale,  in  whole  or  in  part,  as  water: 


FIRST: 

A 

SERVICE  CHARGE 

based  on  the  size  of 
MONTHLY  CHARGES 

the  meter: 

DISC/ 

COMPOUND 

CREST 

MAGNETIC 

TURBO 

METER 

SIZE 

METERS 

METERS 

METERS 

METERS 

5/8 

i  n 

$  13.00 

$  

$  

$   

3/4 

i  n 

21  .00 

1 

in 

35.00 

1-1/2 

in 

52.00 

2 

in 

94.00 

3 

in 

189.00 

4 

in 

378.00 

421.00 

687.00 

6 

in 

567.00 

816.00 

1,495.00 

8 

in 

756.00 

1,589.00 

2,697.00 

2,233.00 

10 

in 

945.00 

2.062.00 

4,037.00 

12 

i  n 

1  .134.00 

2.190.00 

6,142.00 

16 

1  n 

1  ,512.00 

6.700.00 

8.590.00 

18 

i  n 

7,302.00 

20 

i  n 

7,559.00 

The  service  charge  for  a  battery  of  meters  installed  on  one  service  in  lieu  of 
one  meter  or  for  a  special  type  of  meter  shall  be  based  on  the  size  of  single 
or  multiple  standard  type  meters  of  equivalent  capacity. 

SECOND:    A  CHARGE  FOR  WATER  DELIVERED  based  on  one  month  meter  readings: 

$378.97  per  acre-foot        OR        $.87  per  100  cu.  ft. 


0433X-5 


-17- 


SAN   FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 

Public  Utilities  Commission  of  San  Francisco 
RATE  SCHEDULES  FOR  WATER  SERVICE 


July  1 .  1992 


SCHEDULE  W-41.    SERVICE  INSTALLATIONS 


Applicable  within  and  outside  the  limits  of  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco. 


Connection  charges  shall  be  established  by  the  Water  Department  on 
July  first  of  each  calendar  year  for  the  installation  of  5/8"  to  8"  standard 
services  and  fire  services.    The  charge  shall  be  based  on  the  average  cost  of 
such  service  installations  for  the  period  July  1  through  March  31  of  the 
preceding  fiscal  year  and  shall  be  adjusted  upward  or  downward  by  the 
Department  on  July  first  of  each  calendar  year  to  reflect  changes  in  labor, 
materials,  paving  and  appurtenant  costs. 

The  charge  for  setting  each  additional  meter  on  an  existing  or  new 
service  for  residential  and  small  commercial  use  and  the  charge  for  resetting 
a  meter  on  an  existing  usable  service  shall  be  established  in  the  same  manner 
as  above. 

For  installations  not  covered  in  the  above  or  when,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Department,  any  unusual  conditions  may  result  In  costs  more  than  \St 
greater  than  the  scheduled  costs,  the  Department  reserves  the  right  to  make 
the  installation  on  the  basis  of  actual  costs. 

All  pipes,  valves,  fittings,  equipment,  materials,  meters,  etc.  up  to 
and  including  the  outlet  equipment  shall  remain  the  property  of  the  Department 
and  no  part  of  the  cost  will  be  refunded. 


0433X-9 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 
PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RATE  SCHEDULES  FOR  WATER  SERVICE 


July  1.  1992 


SCHEDULE  W-42.    WATER  USE  IN  EXCESS  OF  ALLOTMENT. 


Applicable  to  all  water  customers  of  the  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  and  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Department  including  those 
accounts  classified  as  municipal  non-paying. 


If  Your  Excess 
Water  Consumption  is: 

up  to  ]0%  over  allotment 

10.01-20%  over  allotment 

20. OU  or  over  allotment 


Excess  Use  Charge  wi 1 ]  be: 
2  times  charge  for  water  delivered 
8  times  charge  for  water  delivered 
10  times  charge  for  water  delivered 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 
PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RATE  SCHEDULES  FOR  WATER  SERVICE 
July  1 ,  1992 


SCHEDULE  W-43.    FLOW  RESTRICTING  INSTALLATIONS: 

Applicable  to  all  water  customers  of  the 
San  Francisco  Water  Department. 

In  the  event  water  is  used  in  excess  of  the  specified  allotment  the 
Department  may,  after  one  warning,  install  a  flow  restricting  device  on  the 
customer  service  line.    The  charge  to  install  and  remove  the  restricting 
device  shall  be  as  follows:  "->.iny 

^^^g*"  Size  Installation/Removal  Cn^f 

5/8"  to  1"  $  95.00 


1-1/2'  to  2" 


149.00 


3"  and  larger  Actual  Cost* 

*Actual  cost  shall  include  material,  labor,  equipment  and  overhead 
charges . 

fh.  A-      ^2"*^"^^^  ^J^ei"  consumption  in  excess  of  the  allotment  may  result  in 
the  discontinuance  of  water  service  by  the  Department  and  a  charge  of  $30  00 
shall  be  paid  prior  to  reactivating  the  service 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 
PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RATE  SCHEDULES  FOR  WATER  SERVICE 
July  1,  1992 


SCHEDULE  W-44.    SERVICE  FEES: 

Applicable  to  all  water  customers  of  the 
San  Francisco  Water  Department. 

Return  Check  Charge    $10.00 

A  return  check  charge  shall  be  applied  to  any  account  whose  check  payment  is 
returned  to  us  due  to  insufficient  funds,  closed  account  or  any  other  valid 
reason  why  the  customer's  bank  did  not  honor  the  check.    This  charge  will  be 
made  for  every  such  occurrence. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTV  ANO  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


RESOLVED,  That  on  recommendation  of  the  General  Manager 
of  Public  Utilities,  the  PUC  Finance  Director  and  the  City 
Attorney,  this  Commission  hereby  requests  the  Controller  to  allot 
funds  and  to  draw  warrants  against  such  funds  as  are  or  will  be 
available  in  payment  of  claims  against  the  San  Francisco  Municipal 
Railway  as  shown  below. 

CLAIMANT  &  ACCIDENT  NO.    &  ACCIDENT 

COURT  NO.  SPECIFIED  SPECIALS     TYPE         DATE  PI/PD  SETTLEMENT 

PRAYER 

Non-Litigated: 
None 

Litigated: 

Daniel  Dean  Hanson  87-T-0670-1 
S9  03-413  $120, 000. 00 

Allan  Taub  86-C-5033-1 
S882-2  91  $250, 000. 00 

Judgment : 

None 

TOTAL  SETTLEMENT  (2) 


INDEX  632091 


$19,500.00  12-1  12-30-87  PI  $19,500.00 
$10,922.90      1-7      03-27-87      PI  $18,000.00 

$37 , 500.00 
SUB  OBJECT  1450 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

at  its  meeting  of    APR  11  1992 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Comrnission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  Under  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2102,  the 
existing  6  and  8  inch  cast  iron  mains  need  to  be  replaced;  and 

WHEREAS,  Bids  for  this  work  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  March  24, 

1992;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  Commission's  Director  of  Contract  Compliance  determined  that 
implementation  of  MBE/WBE/LBE  preferences  provided  for  in  Ordinance  No.  190-91 
resulted  in  Ranger  Pipelines,  Inc.  and  A.  Ruiz  Construction  Company,  AJV,  being  the 
lowest  responsive  bidder;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  awards  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2102,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  Eddy  Street 
between  Divisadero  and  Gough  Streets,  in  the  net  amount  of  $352,240.00  to  Ranger 
Pipelines,  Inc.  and  A.  Ruiz  Construction  Company,  AJV,  P.  O.  Box  24109,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94124,  as  the  lowest  responsive  bidder. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meetin,  of  APRIL,  28  1992 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CrTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

9i:-0131 

RESOLUTION  No.  _  


WHEREAS,  Under  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2123,  CDD 
Machine  Shop  Upgrade,  the  work  consists  of  remodeling  the  mezzanine 
air  space  in  the  existing  Machine  Shop  Building  into  two  offices 
for  the  Shop  Supervisor  and  the  secretarial  staff;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  Department  of  City  Planning  has  determined  this 
project  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  and  State  Guidelines  under  Class  2;  now 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED;  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  bid  call  for 
Water  Department  Contract  WD-2123,  CDD  Machine  Shop  Upgrade. 


/  hereby  cerUfy  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

.  APRIL    2  8)1992 

at  its  meeting  of  nrnii-       ./"j  . 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  ComnUssion 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

9^*"0132 

RESOLUTION  No.  


RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby  note  that  the 
project  which  is  the  subject  of  this  resolution  has  been  determined  by  the  Department  of 
City  Planning  to  be  categorically  exempt  as  a  Class  1(b)  project  under  the  State  Guidelines 
Implementing  the  California  Environniental  Quality  Act,  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  Bid  Call  as  follows: 

San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2136 
Repaving  of  Street  and  Sidewalk  Openings  for  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
for  the  Fiscal  Year  Ending  June  30,  1993 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

APRIL    28  1992 

at  Its  meeting  of  " 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

Cmr  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  Na  


Whereas:  The  Moccasin  st rom  drain  and  sewage  treatment  plant 
is  not   adequate  for  current   needs,  and 

Whereas:  The  system  leaks,  fails  to  meet  industry  standards, 
and  threatens  ground  water  quality,  and 

Whereas:   Fun ding  is  available  in  Project   785-01,  Moccasin 
Sewage  Facility  Exp an si  on,   to  rehabilitate  the  system,  now, 
therefor,   be  it 

Resol ved :   t  hat  this  Commi  ssion  authorize  the  General  Manager 
to  advertise  for  proposals  to  rehabilitate  the  Moccasin 
sewage  treatment  system. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

,  APRIL    28  19? 

at  Its  meeting  of  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  The  Commi  ssion  has  entered  i  nto  a  contract  with  N .  L. 
Barnes  Con  struct i  on  Company,  Inc .  for  San  Franc i  sco  Muni ci  pal  Railway 
Contract  No.  MR-859,  Potrero  Facility  Rehabilitation;  and 

WHEREAS ,  UEB  determined  that  work  under  the  Contract  Modi  fi  cat  ion 
No.  3  is  required  for  satisfactory  completion  of  this  Project,  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approves  Contract  Modification  No.  3 
for  an  amount  of  $104 ,876 . 00  to  Muni ci  pal  Rai Iway  Contract  No .  MR-869, 
Potrero  Facility  Rehabilitation. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adoDt^d  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

APRIL  28l9f9Z 

at  its  meeting  of  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  CommUsion 


ADG : f md 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  NO  


WHEREAS,  under  the  authority  of  Charter  Section  3.501, 
the  General  IVfenager,  PUC  is  authorized  to  make  Non  Civil  Service 
and  T^Tporary  appointinents  and  reinavals  therefron;  and 


WHEREAS,  such  appointments  and  removals  have  been 
ordered  by  the  General  IVfenager,  PUC;  and 


WHEREAS,  the  General  IVfenager,  PUC,  has  requested 
ccnmissian,  ratification  and  approval  of  such  appointments  and 
removals;  now  therefore  be  it 


RESOLVED,  the  Public  Utilities  Cormission  does  hereby 
ratify  and  approve  the  Non  Civil  Service  and  T^emporary 
appointnents  and  removals  for  the  month  of  IVferch,  1992. 


217C-2 


1  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilitits  Commission 

APRIL     28  1992^  ^  ^  "  ' j 


at  its  meeting  of 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

Cmr  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

3^-0136 

RESOLUTION  No  


WHEREAS,  A  Request  for  Proposal  was  issued  in  October  1987  for  a  planning 
firm  to  develope  a  Specific  Plan  for  Water  Department  lands  in  the  City  of  Pleasanton; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Collaborative  was  selected  for  this  work  and  began 
work  on  TTie  Plan  in  mid- 1988;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Collaborative  has  developed  a  draft  Specific  Plan  that 
was  presented  to  the  Pleasanton  City  Council  in  November  1990;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Pleasanton  city  staff  has  advised  us  on  a  specific  plan  review 
process  that  includes  citizen  input  that  they  would  like  provided;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  contract  amendment  will  allow  us  to  pursue  their  course  of 
action;  and 

WHEREAS,  Additional  funding  for  this  contract  amendment  will  be  made 
available  from  FAMIS  project  601,  Water  Main  Extensions;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Collaborative  is  currently  under  contract  with  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission  and  is  highly  qualified  and  available  to  perform  this  work; 
now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approves  a  contract  amendment  with  the 
Planning  Collaborative  in  the  amount  of  $625,058  to  complete  the  Specific  Plan  work  for 
the  Water  Department's  lands  in  Pleasanton,  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  request  the  Controller  to  transfer  $504,580 
from  Project  601,  Water  Main  Extensions  to  Project  125/01  Pleasanton  Property  Plan 
Development  to  supplement  existing  balances  to  fund  the  contract  modification  with  The 
Planning  Collaborative. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of.  28  1992 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commis^on 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

Crrv  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No  


WHEREAS,  This  Commission,  by  its  Resolution  No.  91-0354 
authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the  Water  Department  to 
request  proposals  to  develop  comprehensive  watershed 
management  policy  and  plans;  AND 

WHEREAS,   Six  (6)   firms  submitted  proposals  to  perform  the 
study;  AND 

WHEREAS,  After  a  thorough  evaluation  of  all  qualifications, 
proposals  and  oral  interviews  with  the  four  (4)  most 
qualified  firms,  the  Selection  Committee  recommends  that  an 
agreement  be  entered  into  with  EDAW,   Inc.     NOW,  THEREFORE 
BE  IT 

RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the 
General  Manager  of  the  Water  Department  to  negotiate  and 
execute  a  professional  services  agreement  with  EDAW,  Inc. 
at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  $330,000  for  the  first  phase  of  the 
contract  in  1992;  AND  BE  IT 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  if  agreement  cannot  be  reached  with 
EDAW,    Inc.   the  General  Manager  of  the  Water  Department 
shall  negotiate  and  execute  an  agreement  with  Jones  and 
Stokes  the  second  highest  ranked  proposal. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  Its  meeting  of   J— J- 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CnrV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,  This  Commission,  by  its  Resolution  No.  91-0355 
authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the  Water  Department  to 
request  proposals  to  perform  a  water  resources  study  of  the 
Alameda  Creek  watershed;  AND 

WHEREAS,  Three  (3)  firms  submitted  proposals  to  perform  the 
study;  AND 

WHEREAS,  After  a  thorough  evaluation  of  all  qualifications, 
proposals  and  oral  interviews  with  each  of  the  firms,  the 
Selection  Committee  recommends  that  an  agreement  be  entered 
into  with  Bookman-Edmonston;  NOW,   THEREFORE  BE  IT 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the 
General  Manager  of  the  Water  Department  to  negotiate  and 
execute  a  professional  services  agreement  with 
Bookman-Edmonston  at  a  cost  not  exceed  $250,000;  AND  BE  IT 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,   That  if  agreement  cannot  be  reached  with 
Bookman-Edmonston  the  General  Manager  of  the  Water 
Department  shall  negotiate  and  execute  an  agreement  with 
Woodward  Clyde  the  second  highest  ranked  proposal. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

.     .  APRIL     28 1992 

at  Its  meeting  of  "  ' 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTY  ANO  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,   This  Commission  by  its  Resolution  No.  89-0229  

authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Water  Depart- 
ment to  solicit  for  proposals  to  assist  in  developing  strategic 
planning  for  its  computerized  mapping/ records  operation ;  and 

WHEREAS,   Six  firms  submitted  proposals  for  AUTOCAD  Services; 

and 

WHEREAS,  after  a  thorough  evaluation  of  all  qualifications 
is  made,  that  an  agreement  be  entered  into  with  the  consulting 
firm  of  ARCUS;   now,   therefore,   be  it 

RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General 
Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  to  negotiate  and 
execute  a  professional  services  contract  with  ARCUS  for  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $50,000. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

,  APRIL    28  1992 

at  Us  meeting  of  ^  


(2  ^^dJAAZyj 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


cnV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  Na  


WHEREAS,   Pursuant  to  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Resolution  No.   90-0300,   the  Commission  entered  into  an 
agreement  with  the  law  firm  of  Grueneich,    Ellison  and 
Schneider  to  provide  legal  services  to  the  Commission  in 
conjunction  with  the  City  Attorney's  Office  for  the  purpose 
of  identifying  additional  sources  of  water,  negotiating 
agreements  for  the  purchase  of  additional  water  supplies, 
working  with  state,   federal  and  local  agencies  regarding  the 
acquisition  of  additional  water  supplies,   and  advising  the 
Commission  on  legal   issues  pertaining  to  water  supplies; 
and, 

WHEREAS,   The  law  firm  of  Grueneich,    Ellison  and 
Schneider  recently  represented  the  Northern  California  urban 
interest  negotiating  a  draft  agreement  at  3  Way  Process; 
and, 

WHEREAS ,   The  expense  of  representing  the  Northern 
California  urban  interest  was  a  joint  undertaking  by  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco,    East  Bay  Municipal  Utility 
District,   Contra  Costa  Water  District,    Santa  Clara  Valley 
Water  District  and  Alameda  County  Water  District;  and, 

WHEREAS,    Funding  for  this  amendment  will  come  from  the 
other  four  agencies  involved  in  this  endeavor;  now, 
therefore ,   be  it 

RESOLVED,   That  the  Commission  does  hereby  agree  to 
enter  into  the  Sixth  Amendment  to  Agreement  with  Grueneich, 
Ellison  and  Schneider,   thereby  increasing  the  amount  that 
may  be  paid  under  the  contract  by  $20,500,    for  a  total 
amount  not  to  exceed  $1,310,500  for  legal  services; 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,   That  the  Commission  hereby  authorizes 
the  General  Manager  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  to 
execute  this  Sixth  Amendment  to  this  Agreement. 


H008059 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  APR  I  L  S$  }92Z 


Secretary,  Public 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


cm  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,   Hetch  Hetchy ' s  ability  to  meet  its  water  delivery 
obligations  while  optimizing  power  revenues  is  enhanced  by 
computer  modeling,  and 

WHEREAS ,    Staff  requires  assistance  in  computer  modeling 
and  hydrological  analysis,  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Consultant  has  been  of  especial  value  in 
support  of  the  ongoing  water  litigation,  and 

WHEREAS,   The  continuation  of  the  drought  has  caused  the 
acceleration  of  certain  analytical  tasks;  and 

WHEREAS,    If  the  $36,500  in  additional  costs  associated 
with  such  work  are  not  added  to  this  year's  budget,  other 
previously  scheduled  work  can  not  be  undertaken; 

WHEREAS,    Funding  is  available  from  a  surplus  in  Object 
140,    Services  of  the  PUC;   now,   therefore,   be  it 

RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the 
General  Manager,    Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power,    to  negotiate  and 
execute  the  third  amendment  to  the  agreement  with  Bookman- 
Edmonston  Engineering  to  increase  their  funding  by  $36,500  for 
this  fiscal  year,    bringing  the  Contract  total  to  $361,500. 


H006715 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
atitsmeetin^of  APR "  L      28  199< 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commissio 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CrrV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTfON  No.  


WHEREAS,   The  Public  Utilities  Commission's  Bureau  of 
Light,   Heat  and  Power    (BLHP)    Contract  No.  201, 
"Ma intenance ,    Repair  and  Alterations  of  City-owned  Street 
Lighting  Systems"  with  Kingston-Cresci ,   A  Joint  Venture  for 
Fiscal  Year  1990-91  contains  provisions  for  renewal,  by 
mutual  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contractor  has  satisfactorily  performed 
in  accordance  with  the  provis ions  of  the  contract  during 
Fiscal  Year  1990-91  and  1991-92;  and 

WHEREAS ,   The  Contractor  has  indicated  in  wr it ing  its 
desire  for  an  extension  of  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,   Additional  funding  is  required  for  Kingston- 
Cresci,  A  Joint  Venture,   to  continue  with  the  City's 
conversion  of  City-owned  streetlights  to  more  efficient 
units  in  order  to  conserve  energy;  and 

WHEREAS,   An  amount  of  $462,000  is  included  in  BLHP's 

operating  budget  request  for  Fiscal  Year  1992-9  3   for  the 

maintenance ,    repair  and  alterations  of  City -owned  street 
1 ight ing  systems ;  and 

WHEREAS,    Funding  for  this  contract  modification  for  an 
additional  $300,000  through  June  1993,    is  available  in  a 
Hetch  Hetchy  Capital  Improvement  Project  to  convert  City- 
owned  streetlights  to  save  energy,   which  will  be  work- 
ordered  to  BLHP;  and 

WHEREAS,   Kingston-Cresci,   A  Joint  Venture  has 
conducted  an  aggressive  outreach  program  to  include  small 
DBE  participation  in  its  contracts  with  the  City;  now, 
therefore ,   be  it 

RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  authorizes  BLHP  to 
execute  Modification  No.    3  to  the  July  1,    1990,  agreement 
with  Kingston-Cresci,   A  Joint  Venture,   to  increase  the 
limit  of  payment  from  $1,749,153.84  to  $2,521,154.84 
through  June  30,    1993;   and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,   That  Bureau  of  Light,   Heat  and  Power 
Contract  No.    201  be  extended  for  twelve    (12)   months  through 
June   30,  1993. 
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/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commissio. 


PUBLIC  UrrLITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS.  Under  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-894,  the  Upper  Market 
Street  Transit  Thoroughfare  Project  Phase  3  -  Duboce  Avenue  to  Castro  Street  is  to  be 
constructed  with  financial  assistance  from  State  and  Federal  grants  and  funding  from  the 
Department  of  Public  Works;  and 

WHEREAS,  Bids  for  this  work  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  March  13, 
1992;  and 

WHEREAS,  A  protest  to  this  award  was  submitted  by  an  unsuccessful  potential 
subcontractor;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  City  Attorney  determined  this  protest  to  be  concerned  solely  with 
affirmative  action  issues;  and 

WHEREAS,  PUC's  Director  of  Contract  Compliance  determined  this  protest  to  be 
without  merit;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  awards  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway 
Contract  No.  MR-894,  Upper  Market  Street  Transit  Thoroughfare  Project  Phase  3  - 
Duboce  Avenue  to  Castro  Street  -  General  Construction  in  the  amount  of  $13,360,057.00 
to  Stacy  and  Witbeck.  Inc.,  P.  O.  Box  883063,  San  Francisco,  CA  94188;  and  be  it 
further 

RESOLVED.  That  the  award  of  this  contract  is  subject  to  the  concurrence  of  the 
Federal  Transit  Administration. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

^     ,  APRIL     28  1992 

at  Its  meeting  of  j2  .  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,   the  Bureau  of  Energy  Conservation  is 
established  in  part  to  achieve  energy  cost  reductions  in 
municipal  operations  and  the  Bureau's  Heating  Plant  Efficiency 
Prog  ram  is  an  effective  means  of  providing  energy  cost  control; 
and 

WHEREAS,  Raymond  Brooks  Engineering,   a  certified 
MBE,  was  selected  through  a  competitive  bid  process  for  a 
previous  contract   (CT  #  02134)    to  provide  professional  services 
in  the  evaluation  of  City  heating  plant  energy  retrofit 
oppor tuni ties ;  and 

WHEREAS,   the  proposed  work   is  a  continuation  of  the 
previous  work  and  the  Bureau  believes  that  Raymond  Brooks's 
unique  and   invaluable  familiarity  with  City  facilities  and 
heating  plant  conditions,   operations  and  personnel  due  to  this 
previous  work   is  the  key  to  the  overall  success  of  the  program; 
and 

WHEREAS,   the  Bureau  of  Energy  Conservation  has 
sufficient  funds  in  its  FY  1991/92  budget  to  now  continue  with 
the  next  phase  of  the  Heating  Plant  Efficiency  Program  and  fund 
this  contract,   which  will  not  exceed  $25,000;   now,  THEREFORE, 
be  it 

RESOLVED,   that  the   Public  Utilities  Commission 
hereby  authorizes  the  Bureau  of  Energy  Conservation  to  execute 
a  professional  services  contract  with  Raymond  Brooks 
Engineering  for  the  provision  of  engineering  design  services 
for  upgrades   to  boiler  plants  in  various  city  facilities  on  an 
as-needed  basis. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

at  its  meeting  of    APRIL  28m2  A/  //  y  /  /  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

Crrv  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

9i:-0145 

RESOLUTION  Na  


WHEREAS,  the  Commission's  Bureau  of  Management  Information  Systems 
has  been  requested  to  integrate  computerized  maintenance  management 
engineering  systems,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Bureau  of  Management  Information  Systems  is  currently 
not  staffed  to  undertake  such  a  project  with  in-house  resources, 
and 

WHEREAS ,  such  systems  will  improve  the  efficiency  and  quality  of 
the  maintenance  at  Hetch  Hetchy  and  Water  Department  facilities, 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  staff  of  Carlton  and  Associates  has  developed  a 
similar  system  for  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  and  Hetch 
Hetchy,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  staff  of  E.  H.  White  and  Company  has  installed  similar 
systems  at  Moccasin,  and 

WHEREAS,  funding  of  $25,000  is  available  in  Hetch  Hetchy  capital 
project  named  Computerized  Based  Management  System,  Account# 
721175;  and 

WHEREAS,  $65,000  will  be  available  in  the  Water  Department  FY  92/93 
Facilities  Inspection  Program  Project  #299-01,  subject  to  approval 
by  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisor;  THEREFORE  BE  IT 

RESOLVED,  that  the  General  Manager  of  the  PUC  is  authorized  to 
enter  into  a  personal  service  contract  extension  with  Carlton  and 
Associates  and  E.  H.  White  and  Company  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$90,000  and  a  period  of  time  not  to  exceed  June  30,  1993. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of.  ^  8  199J 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


RUBl-IC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

FRANK M  JORDAN 
Mayor 

THOMAS  J  ELZEY 
General  Manager 
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SAN  FRANCISCO 
WATER  DEPARTMENT 


May  7,  1992 


NOTICE  OF  EXECUTIVE  SESSION 


The  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  will 
meet  in  executive  session  on  Tuesday,  May  12,  1992,  at  1:00  p.m.,  in  Room  287,  City 
Hall,  San  Francisco,  California,  on  an  attorney-client  matter  regarding  FERC  Project  No. 
2299.  in  accordance  with  Government  Code  Section  54956.9(a)  and  (b)  and  Charter 
Section  3.500(f)(2). 


Secretary 


cc:     Members,  PUC 
Thomas  J.  Elzey 
George  Krueger 
Library  (2) 
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PUBLIC  UnLUIES  COMMISSION 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Frank  M.  Jordan 
Mayor 


REGULAR  MEETING 

Room  282,  City  Hall 
2:00  P.M. 
May  12, 1992 


COMMISSIONERS 
Gordon  Chin,  President 
Victor  G.  Makras,  Vice  President 
James  D.  Jefferson 
Patricia  A.  Carson 
Michael  E.  Hardeman 


DEPARTMENTS  BUREAUS 
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Management 
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Financial  Management 
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Management  Efficiency  and 
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Thomas  J.  Elzey 
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Romaine  A.  Boldridge 
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Call  to  Order  2;  15  P.M. 


Present:     President  Gordon  Chin,  Vice  President  Victor  G.  Makras,  Commissioner 

James  D.  Jefferson,  Commissioner  Patricia  A.  Carson,  Commissioner  Michael 
E.  Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Commissioner  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Carson,  the  Minutes 
of  the  regular  meeting  of  April  28,  1992  were  approved. 

A  tape  of  the  meeting  is  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission. 


RESOLUTION 
NO 

On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Makras,  the  following  resolution 
was  adopted  in  Executive  Session: 

92-0146     GM    Authorizing  legal  counsel  to  file  a  response  to  the  Districts'  filing  to  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0147     WD    Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared  and  recommended 
by  staff,  and  authorizing  Bid  Call  for  Water  Department  Contract  No. 
WD-2064,  36-Inch  Steel  Main  Installation  in  Dolores  Street  between 
San  Jose  and  25th  Streets.  25th  Street  between  Dolores  and  Sanchez 
Street  between  25th  and  22nd  Streets,  and  22nd  Street  between  Sanchez 
and  Castro  Streets. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0148     HH     Acceptmg  the  work  performed  under  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power 
Contract  No.  HH-831,  Moccasin  Powerhouse  Interior  Repair  and 
Painting;  approving  Debit  Contract  Modification  No.  2  in  the  amount  of 
$1,062.47;  and  authorizing  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $4,369.62  to 
River  City  Painting,  Inc.,  Contractor. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 
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RESOLUTION 
NO 

On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0149  MR  Awarding  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-1039-R, 
Curtis  E.  Green  Light  Rail  Facility  Geneva  Site  -  Maintenance  Building 
Paint  Booth  Fans,  in  the  net  amount  of  $43,450  to  E.  Mitchell,  Inc.,  San 
Francisco,  CA. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Makras,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following  resolution 
was  adopted: 

92-0150     HH     Approving  the  proposed  organizational  changes  in  Hetch  Hetchy  Water 
&  Power  as  a  result  of  vacancies  created  by  Proposition  A  (early 
retirement);  and  directing  the  PUC  to  submit  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 
Supervisors  budget  changes  necessary  to  implement  the  proposal. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Maknis,  Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Makras,  the  following  resolution 
was  adopted: 

92-0151     MR    Awarding  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-1035-R, 
Kirkland  Motor  Coach  FacUity  -  Security  Fencing  &  Gates,  in  the  net 
amount  of  $387,000  to  Angotti  &  ReillyyT.  E.  Joo,  AJV,  San  Francisco, 
CA. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 


92-0152     MR    Requesting  the  Board  of  Supervisors'  approval  to  contract  for  the 
provision  of  paratransit  services  for  Fiscal  Year  1992-93. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Makras,  the  following  resolution 
was  adopted: 

92-0153     UEB  Awarding  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract  No.  HH-829-R, 
O'Shaughnessy  Septic  System  Rehabilitation  Phase  U,  in  the  net 
amount  of  $167,374  to  San  Luis  Construction,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 
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RESOLUTION 
NO 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Carson,  the  following  resolution 
was  adopted: 

92-0154     UEB   Approving  the  use  of  a  pass-fail  prequalification  process  to  screen 

suitable  contractors  to  submit  price  bids  on  the  Muni  Metro  Turnaround 
construction  contract. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Jefferson,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0155     FM     Authorizing  the  Director  of  Finance  to  apply  for,  accept,  and  expend 
$28,814,387  from  1991-92  State  of  Cahfomia  Proposition  116,  Clean 
Air  and  Transportation  Improvement  Act  funds  and  $28,814,387  from 
such  regional  and  local  matching  fund  sources  as  State  Transit 
Assistance  funds.  Transportation  Development  Act,  AB  1 107  funds. 
Bridge  Toll  Revenues,  Transit  Impact  Development  Fees, 
Transportation  Sales  Tax  Revenues,  Hetch  Hetchy  funds,  and/or  the 
San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  Improvement  Corporation  funds  for 
the  following  Municipal  Railway  capital  projects:  Articulated  Trolley 
Coach  Replacement;  Muni  Metro  Turnback;  Potrero  Division 
Rehabilitation;  Geneva/Green  Capacity  Modification;  Miscellaneous 
Rail  Maintenance  and  Repair  Equipment  Acquisition;  Subway  Signal 
System  Replacement;  Muni  Metro  Extension  to  Sixth  Street; 
F-MARKET/EMBARCADERO  PCC  Streetcar  Rehabilitation;  and  Rail 
Replacement. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson, 
Hardeman 


Copies  of  the  above  resolutions  are  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission. 


Announcement 

President  Chin  announced  that  the  Commission  met  in  executive  session  prior  to  this 
meeting  and  delegated  authority  to  staff  to  proceed  with  reference  to  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  Project  No.  2299. 

Old  Business 
Graffiti 

Commissioner  Makras  requested  that  staff  explore  the  use  of  Transit  Impact  Development 
Fee  (TIDF)  funds  for  graffiti  cleanup  and  report  back  to  the  Commission.  He  also 
requested  that  staff  look  at  different  methods  of  graffiti  cleanup,  such  as,  painting  over  it. 
He  asked  for  information  on  the  level  of  staffing  needed  to  carryout  a  cleanup  program. 

Mr.  George  Krueger,  Utilities  General  Counsel,  noted  that  there  are  guidelines  for  use  of 
TIDF  funds,  one  being  that  the  use  must  relate  to  service  in  the  downtown  corridor. 
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Transfers 


In  response  to  questions  from  the  Commission,  Mr.  Thomas  J.  Elzey,  General  Manager  of 
Public  Utilities,  stated  that  the  Transport  Workers  Union  had  raised  concerns  about  the 
potential  of  charging  for  transfers  and  security  of  transfers.  He  said  that  staff  is  reviewing 
both  the  management  of  the  transfer  system  and  the  issue  of  attaching  a  value  to  transfers 
and  will  report  to  the  Commission  in  conjunction  with  the  public  hearing  on  fares. 

Commissioner  Jefferson  stated  that  he  was  concerned  about  the  number  of  automobiles 
which  employees  take  home  overnight  and  wanted  to  discuss  the  issue  at  a  subsequent 
meeting. 

New  Business 
Commendation 

Commissioner  Hardeman  asked  that  staff  recognize  the  efforts  made  by  Municipal 
Railway  drivers  and  supervisors  who  continued  to  provide  service  to  the  pubhc  during  the 
period  of  demonstrations  and  curfew  following  the  verdict  in  the  Los  Angeles  Police 
Department  brutality  case. 

Citizens  Group 

President  Chin  requested  that  staff  outline  various  options  for  forming  a  citizens  advisory 
committee  for  input  on  Municipal  Railway  issues  and  report  to  the  Commission  within 
one  month. 


Report  of  the  General  Manager 
Update  on  FY  1992/93  Budget 

Ms.  Michelle  Witt,  Assistant  General  Manager,  Finance,  reviewed  the  budget  process  to 
date.  The  budget  adopted  by  the  Commission  in  February,  1992,  meet  the  Mayor's 
request  for  a  10%  reduction  in  general  fund  support,  which  was  equal  to  $1 1.6  million. 
This  assumed  that  the  Commissin  would  adopt  a  fare  increase  totalling  $4.3  miUion. 
Since  that  time,  the  Mayor  has  raised  the  amount  the  budget  must  be  reduced  to  $30 
million.  Staff  identified  potential  reductions  through  increasing  savings  from  the  early 
retirement  program,  transferring  propulsion  power  to  Hetch  Hetchy,  taking  a  one  time 
credit  from  the  Transit  Impact  Development  Fee  for  past  service  increases,  and  additional 
administrative  efficiencies.  We  are  still  short  $11  million. 

Mr.  Elzey  stated  that  to  address  the  shortfall,  staff  developed  several  fare  options  above 
the  $4.3  million  package  for  the  Commission's  consideration  at  the  fare  hearing. 

In  response  to  questions  from  the  Commission,  Ms.  Witt  stated  that  if  the  Commission  did 
not  approve  a  package  sufficient  to  meet  the  Mayor's  request,  that  the  Mayor  could 
increase  Salary  Savings  by  the  needed  amount,  causing  the  Controller  to  stop  certifying 
salary  expenses  within  the  department  which  would  result  in  personnel  layoffs  and  service 
cuts. 

Mr.  Elzey  stated  that  there  had  been  a  request  from  the  Mayor's  Office  for  an  additional 
$6  million  contribution  from  Hetch  Hetchy  to  the  general  fund.  The  budget  adopted  by 
the  Commission  provided  for  a  $10  million  contribution.  Through  staff  discussions  with 
the  Mayor's  Office,  we  agreed  to  try  to  cover  part  of  Muni's  shortfall  by  absorbing  an 
additional  $2.8  million  for  propulsion  power,  and  to  contribute  $5  million  more  for  the 
general  fund  because  we  believed  the  runoff  would  be  sufficient  to  handle  it.  Now,  an 
additional  $6  miUion  has  been  requested. 
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Mr.  Anson  Moran,  GeneraJ  Manager  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power,  stated  that  the  only 
way  the  department  could  come  up  with  $6  million  is  through  deobligation  of  capital 
projects  which  would  reduce  the  departments  cash  reserve  and  its  ability  to  deal  with  a 
dire  water  contingency  from  its  own  resources.  This  would  place  the  general  fund  at  risk 
for  a  comparable  amount  of  money. 

Mr.  Lawrence  Martin,  International  Representative  Transport  Workers  Union,  requested 
that  staff  accompany  the  union  and  meet  with  the  Mayor's  Office  regarding  requisitions 
for  drivers. 

Mr.  David  Pilpel  questioned  the  content  of  the  fare  hearing,  Mr.  Elzey  replied  that  the 
scope  of  the  hearing  will  include  all  the  options  outlined  in  the  staff  report  which  was 
released  to  the  public  April  29,  1992. 

Item  No.  9  -  Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  the  Water  Department  to  execute 
Amendment  No.  3  for  Professional  Services  Agreement  with  Camp  Dresser  and  McKee, 
Inc.  in  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $2,863,475  for  water  quahty  planning  studies;  and 
requesting  the  Controller  to  transfer  funds.  (Continued  to  the  meeting  of  May  26,  1992.) 

Mr.  John  P.  Mullane,  General  Manager,  Water  Department,  explained  that  the  item  before 
the  Commission  is  the  amendment  of  an  existing  contract  with  Camp  Dresser  and  McKee, 
Inc.  for  an  increased  level  of  services  related  to  the  water  quality  planning  studies.  The 
item  was  calendared  previously  and  the  Commission  expressed  certain  concerns  which  he 
scdd  he  would  try  and  answer  today. 

Since  the  1960's  there  has  been  a  steady  increase  in  scientific  knowledge  and  in 
regulations  that  demanded  an  increase  in  water  treatment.  Between  1966  and  1982  the 
Water  Department  built  two  treatment  facilities  that  basically  filter  all  locally  gathered 
water.  Hetch  Hetchy  water  was  not  filtered.  By  the  end  of  this  fiscal  year,  one  of  those 
plants  will  have  been  expanded  in  capacity  and  we  will  continue  to  filter  all  the  locally 
collected  water.  The  Hetchy  water  is  still  unfiltered.  Back  in  1974  the  original  Safe 
Drinking  Water  Act  was  passed.  Amendments  were  also  passed  in  1979  and  1986.  From 
1986  forward,  the  Department  has  taken  two  parallel  tracks  on  the  issue  of  filtration.  One 
dealing  with  the  regulatory  body  and  sister  utilities  to  attempt  to  keep  the  Department's 
options  open  relative  to  filtration.  The  second,  premised  on  the  assumption  that  if  we  are 
not  successful  that  we  would  have  to  filter,  has  allowed  us  to  move  forward  with  the 
gathering  of  data  necessary  to  actually  develop  a  filtration  plant. 

Mr.  Mullane  said  that  the  surface  water  treatment  mle,  which  was  proposed  in  1986  at  the 
federal  level  with  the  EPA,  basically  stipulated  that  all  surface  water  suppUes  in 
California  would  have  to  be  filtered  to  a  standard  equal  to  conventional  treatment,  that 
means  filtration,  which  means  removing  microbiological  contaminents  from  the  surface 
water  supply.  In  1987,  staff  worked  with  various  utilities  and  the  federal  EPA  to  attempt 
to  sculpt  or  write  the  proposed  regulations  m  such  a  woy  to  allow  for  an  exemption  in 
filtration,  which  at  this  point  is  allowed  by  the  federal  EPA.  In  1987  through  1990,  the 
department  participated  with  a  joint  AWWA-State  Department  of  Health  Services  AdHoc 
Committee  to  further  work  on  those  standards.  Ultimately  the  department  was 
unsuccessful  in  gaining  the  exemption  at  the  State  level.  Mr.  Mullane  stated  that  the  State 
Department  of  Health  has  taken  primacy  on  this  issue  which  means  they  have  the  power 
to  administer  the  regulations  and  in  effect  to  develop  more  stringent  regulations  should 
they  desire.  In  1990  the  surface  water  treatment  rule  was  finally  adopted  by  the  State 
Department  of  Health.  At  that  time  the  PUC  General  Manager  instructed  the  Water 
Department  basically  to  go  for  it,  meaning  we  are  going  to  have  to  filter  so  let  us  get  the 
data  on  line  to  demonstrate  what  we  are  going  to  have  to  do,  where  we  are  going  to  do  it  , 
what  is  it  going  to  cost  us,  what  the  direction  of  the  department  will  be. 
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During  that  same  period  of  time,  the  department  (in  1987)  implemented  the  first  phase  of 
the  water  quality  planning  study.  Three  phases  have  been  completed  to  date.  The  most 
recent  being  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Siting  Study  which  was  presented  to  the  Commission  in 
the  latter  part  of  last  year.  That  particular  phase  of  the  study  looked  at  a  number  of 
options  as  to  where  the  plant  could  be  placed  and  gave  us  such  things  as  both  construction 
and  operation  of  maintenance  costs,  operationally  rehabilily  both  present  and  future,  the 
adaptability  of  the  various  sites  to  treating  water  sources  other  than  Hetchy  and  a  schedule 
for  implementation  with  compliance.  He  said  that  brings  us  to  September  of  1991  when 
the  State  Department  of  Health  issued  a  compliance  letter  to  the  Water  Department  which 
said  basically  that  we  have  to  filter  by  July  1993.  The  Stale  requested  us  to  respond  by 
February  1992  telling  them  that  we  have  an  intent  to  filter,  that  we  have  a  schedule  for 
compliance  and  that  we  have  a  fmancing  plan.  That  letter  was  submitted  on  the  last  day 
of  February  1992  after  securing  approval  and  sign  off  by  this  Commission  to  the  State 
with  a  plan.  That  gets  us  to  a  point  where  the  State  has  signed  off  on  that  Compliance 
letter  not  only  for  the  City  of  San  Francisco  but  for  the  30  water  districts  that  purchase 
water  from  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  on  a  wholesale  basis  to  retail  to  its 
customers  within  their  perspective  districts.  The  theory  is  basically  they  are  piggy  back 
on  the  Water  Department  as  long  as  we  are  in  comphance,  they  are  in  compliance.  Once 
we  are  out  of  compliance,  they  are  out  of  compliance.  That  gets  us  to  a  point  where  we 
presented  the  Commission  a  number  of  options.  The  5th  option  was  to  enter  a  compliance 
agreement  and  go  out  and  build  a  filtration  plant  and  be  in  compliance  by  1999.  That  gets 
us  to  a  point  where  we  are  today. 

We  have  had  three  elements  before  the  Commission  during  the  last  three  months.  Some 
of  the  elements  were  actually  acted  upon  in  one  form  at  a  earUer  stage  by  prior 
Commissions.  Those  three  elements  are:  1)  having  an  Environmental  Impact  Report 
completed;  2)  completing  a  conceptual  engineering  review;  and,  3)  the  phase  four 
modification  to  the  water  quality  plan  which  is  the  item  before  you.  Those  three  items  are 
tied  together.  The  lynchpin  to  the  whole  thing  is  the  phase  four  item  that  is  before  you 
today.  If  we  gather  the  data  and  the  data  is  so  significantly  different  than  we  anticipated 
and  we  think  we  have  an  opportunity  for  legislative  relief,  we  must  have  that  data  on  the 
table  to  deal  with  the  State  Department  of  Health  and  EPA.  The  contract  modification  is 
going  to  provide  us  with  various  testings,  the  results  of  the  tests,  interpretations  of  the 
results,  and  the  development  of  recommendations  which  will  be  used  in  whatever  final 
mode  we  find  ourselves.  The  flow  chart  shows  the  interrelationship  between  these  three 
items  and  how  all  three  would  have  to  be  completed  in  mid- 1994  so  that  staff  could  come 
back  to  this  Commission  and  seek  your  review  of  where  we  are  and  your  approval  to  go 
forward  with  a  bond  request  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  ultimately  to  the  electorate 
to  fund  the  project. 

One  aspect  of  this  amendment  is  that  it  is  a  $2.8  million  project  of  which  over  $1  million 
has  been  designated  for  MBEAVBE  participation.  At  the  last  meeting,  the  Commission 
raised  three  concerns.  First,  the  potential  financial  risk  that  may  be  perceived  for  the  City 
ratepayers  in  an  overall  project  of  this  magnitude.  We  have  already  reopened  negotiations 
with  the  Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association  (BAWTIA)  to  develop  a  plan  that  is  basically 
pay-as-you-go  for  them  as  well  as  for  the  City  ratepayers.  Now,  any  bond  issue  or  any 
capital  improvement  project  that  is  approved  within  the  budget  process  by  this 
Commission,  the  Mayor,  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  ultimately  says  that  the  City 
ratepayers  pay  the  front  end  costs  and  we  only  recoup  those  costs  associated  with  the 
suburban  customers  at  the  time  the  project  is  complete,  and  we  can  capitalize  it.  These 
negotiations  would  guarantee  that  that  method  basically  goes  out  the  window  and  that 
they  would  participate  in  the  same  way  that  the  City  ratepayers  pay.  On  the  same  issue  of 
risk  the  questions  was  raised  about  what  happens  if  down  the  road  after  we  have 
committed  to  this  and  spent  money,  one  of  the  thirty  water  districts  says  "Hey  I  want  to 
back  out  - 1  found  another  supply".  More  than  two  thirds  of  our  customers  depend  100% 
on  the  Water  Department  and  while  it  is  not  inconceivable,  it  is  highly  unlikely  that  they 
would  be  able  to  find  another  source  to  replace  our  supply.  If  that  did  occur,  we  would 
have  already  allocated  the  cost  -  basically  one  third  to  the  City  ratepayers  and  two-thirds 
to  the  suburban  ratepayers.  If  somebody  bowed  out  that  pie  would  not  be  redivided 
between  them  and  the  City  -  it  would  be  divided  between  the  remaining  members  of  the 
suburban  water  users.  There  would  be  no  additional  impact  on  the  City  ratepayers. 
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The  second  question  which  relates  to  the  actual  cost  of  the  project  over  the  next  two  years 
is  somewhere  in  the  range  of  $10  to  $12  million.  When  we  are  talking  about  spending  a 
half  a  billion  dollars  to  build  a  filter  plant,  spending  $10  to  $12  million  in  the  next  two 
yaws  to  determine  its  size,  where  to  put  it,  what  the  process  would  be,  and,  the  approach 
to  take,  it  is  a  small  price  to  pay.  Secondly,  if  you  look  at  any  semblance  of  hope  of 
coming  up  with  legislative  relief,  as  small  as  that  may  be,  we  could  not  even  be  able  to 
approach  the  Slate  or  EPA  without  having  the  data  that  is  going  to  come  out  of  this 
contract. 

Third,  is  the  big  picture.  What  is  the  necessity  for  filtration?  The  bottom  line  is  there  is  a 
law  that  says  we  have  to  do  it  -  Everybody  that  has  looked  at  it,  the  lawyers,  the 
engineers,  the  water  purification  people,  the  professionals  in  the  industry,  agree  that  this  is 
where  we  are  going.  If  you  do  not  approve  this  third  piece  of  the  triangle  what  will 
happen  at  a  minimum  is  either  delays  or  inaction  in  this  particular  process  that  will  result 
in  fines,  potential  lawsuits,  the  potential  of  receivership,  the  pubUc  notification  which  will 
totally  destroy  the  public  trust  in  the  department. 

Commissioner  Makras  said  that  what  is  being  shared  here  today  is  potentially  we  could 
have  a  $25,000  penalty  times  30  which  is  $750,000.  He  said  that  he  disagreed  with  that. 
No  where  in  this  document  does  it  say  we  are  obligated  to  have  a  filtration  plant  for  our 
water  districts.  We  are  imposing  that  on  ourselves.  He  said  that  there  are  many  options 
out  there  and  he  differed  that  we  should  spend  $10  million  without  looking  and  having 
discussed  and  look  at  the  various  options.  For  one  -  we  could  put  a  filtration  plant  in  San 
Andreas  for  roughly  $50  million  -  filter  everything  north  of  Millbrae  -  tell  our  wholesale 
customers  to  go  out  and  filter  for  themselves.  He  said  he  was  not  saying  he  wanted  to 
take  that  course  but  that  is  a  true  option  that  is  before  the  Commission,  his  concern  is  one 
of  a  business  management  approach.  We  can  take  care  of  ourselves,  San  Franciscans,  for 
$50  million.  Staff  is  saying  we  have  a  $500  million  package  of  which  our  portion  is  35% 
of  the  whole.  I  think  we  need  to  look  at  -  could  we  filter  each  meter.  Could  we  look  at  a 
small  filtration  plant  and  make  one  for  every  district  or  every  main  line.  What  we  are 
entering  into  is  basically  floating  $500  miUion  worth  of  bonds,  tuming  to  San  Francisco 
and  telling  them  to  fund  one  of  the  biggest  bond  floats  that  I  know  of  to  service  65%  of 
the  water  for  someone  else.  We  assume  all  of  the  risk  -  we  assume  all  the  responsibihty 
and  they  get  a  free  ride.  If  we  are  going  to  float  bonds,  why  cannot  we  say  let's  share  the 
bonds  and  have  them  float  their  portion  of  the  bonds. 

We  should  negotiate  with  the  water  districts  up  front  and  have  them  on  board.  If  San 
Franciscans  are  to  assume  the  responsibility  of  a  half  bLUion  dollar  filtration  plant  that 
thirty  districts  are  going  to  benefit  over  50%,  I  say  we  sit  down  with  the  districts  and 
negotiate  with  them.  If  San  Francisco  is  going  to  assume  the  risk,  we  should  cut  a 
business  deal  with  revenue  enhancements  for  the  City  and  a  return  on  our  investment. 

Mr.  Elzey. replied  that  staff  is  not  prepared  to  respond  at  this  time  we  want  to  study  this 
before  we  respond. 

Mr.  Mullane  stated  that  much  of  the  data  collected  in  the  Phase  4  water  quality  study  will 
be  collected  in  the  first  quarter  or  two  of  the  project.  That  data  will  filter  into  the  other 
two  projects  and  allow  them  to  continue  on  a  simultaneous  basis. 

Commissioner  Jefferson  moved  to  approve  the  amendment  to  the  agreement  and  request 
staff  to  report  on  the  issues  raised  by  Commissioner  Makras.  Commissioner  Jefferson 
said  that  the  Commission  would  have  an  opportunity  to  act  later  because  it  would  not 
have  committed  to  the  project  other  than  through  the  RFP  process  for  the  EIR  and 
conceptual  engineering.  Commissioner  Hardeman  seconded.  Commissioner  Jefferson 
said  that  the  information  coming  out  of  this  study  will  be  needed  even  if  we  proceed  on 
another  track. 

Commissioner  Carson  moved  to  continue  this  matter  for  two  weeks  for  more 
information.  Commissioner  Jefferson  withdrew  his  motion.  Commissioner  Makras 
seconded  the  motion  for  continuance.  On  the  question,  Commissioner  Hardeman  voted 
no,  and  Commissioners  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson  and  Carson  voted  for  the  continuance. 
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Resolution  No.  92-0154  —  Approving  the  use  of  a  pass-fail  prequalification  process  to 
screen  suitable  contractors  to  submit  price  bids  on  the  Muni  Metro  Turnaround 
construction  contract. 

Commissioner  Makras  suggested  that  the  Commission  table  this  and  consider  whether  it 
wants  to  have  a  two  tier  system  for  bidding.  Commissioner  Jefferson  spoke  in  favor  of 
having  a  two  tier  system  because  the  current  system  does  not  allow  any  other  selection 
criteria  other  than  price. 

Mr.  Flint  Nelson  of  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau,  stated  that  this  process  has  the 
support  of  the  federal  government  and  its  consultant,  and  the  insurance  underwriters  for 
this  project. 

Commissioner  Jefferson  volunteered  to  work  on  a  committee  to  look  at  possible  changes 
to  the  bidding  process.  President  Chin  appointed  Commissioner  Jefferson  to  review  the 
issue.  Commissioner  Hardeman  also  volunteered  to  work  on  the  bidding  process. 

On  motion  of  Commissioner  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Carson,  Resolution 
No.  92-0154  was  unanimously  approved. 


Public  Comment 

Mr.  David  Pilpel  inquired  about  the  impact  of  cutting  more  positions  vacated  by 
Proposition  A.  Mr.  Pilpel  stated  that  if  the  19th  Avenue  folks  do  not  comment  on  the 
Short  Range  Transit  Plan  they  should  not  be  upset  if  action  is  taken  subsequently.  He 
stated  he  would  submit  his  suggestions  to  the  Commission  on  a  citizens  advisory 
committee. 


THEREUPON  THE  MEETING  WAS  ADJOURNED:  5:40  P.M. 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 
Secretary 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FnANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS.  The  City  has  intervened  in  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  fission  ( '■FERC" )  proceedings  on  New  Don  Pedro 

Reservoir ;  and 

WHEREAS,  Legal  counsel  has  advised  that  the  City  should 
,ile  a  response  to  issues  ra.sed  in  filings  to  the  FERC  by  the 
^.odesto  and  Turloc.  Irrigation  Districts  ( ''D.str.cts" ) 
concern.ng  Article  B  of  the  ''Fourth  Agreement'";  now  therefore  be 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  authorizes  legal  counsel  to 

-hho  ni-^rricts'    filing  insofar  as  it  raises 
file  a  response  to  the  Districx.t>     i-  ^ 

■^r.  ari-irle  8  of  the  Fourth  Agreement, 
issues  concerning  Article  o  ue 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  _   MM  121992 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CrTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No  


WHEREAS,  The  construction  of  a  36-inch  welded  steel  Water  Main  is  required 
between  the  intersection  of  22nd  and  Castro  Streets  and  the  intersection  of  Dolores  and 
Randall  Streets  along  portions  of  22nd  Street,  Sanchez  Street,  25th  Street,  and  Dolores 
Street  to  provide  for  the  completion  of  a  Sunset  Feeder  Main  Loop  under  the  San 
Francisco  Water  Department's  Capital  Improvement  Program  to  improve  service  and  fire 
protection;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Water  Department  has  determined  that  it  is  not 
feasible  to  partition  the  work  under  this  contract  into  two  or  more  separate  contracts; 
now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  finds  this  contract  to  be  categorically 
exempt  as  a  Class  1(b)  project  under  the  State  Guidelines  implementing  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act;  and,  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  final  plans  and 
specifications  and  authorizes  bid  call  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 
WD-2064,  36-Inch  Steel  Main  Installation  in  Dolores  Street  between  San  Jose  and  25th 
Streets,  25th  Street  between  Dolores  and  Sanchez  Streets,  Sanchez  Street  between  25th 
and  22nd  Streets,  and  22nd  Street  between  Sanchez  and  Castro  Streets. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  1.2  ISjZ  ^  

IjioUj^  (J. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Comrmssion 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUMTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  accepts  the  work  performed  under  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and 
Power  Contract  No.  HH-831,  Moccasin  Powerhouse  Interior  Repair  and  Painting  as  satisfactorily 
completed;  approves  debit  Contract  Modification  No.  2  in  the  amount  of  $1,062.47;  and  authorizes  final 
payment  in  the  amount  of  $4,369.62  to  the  Contractor,  River  City  Painting,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  ivofi^adppted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  MAY         12  1992 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

Orv  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FttANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  

WHEREAS,  The  work  specified  under  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-1039-R  Curtis  E. 
Green  Light  Rail  Facility  Geneva  Site  -  Maintenance  Building  Paint  Booth  Fans  Modification  is  to 
funded  under  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  Improvement  Corporation  Funds  under  Fixed 
Facility  Rehabilitation  projects;  and 

WHEREAS,  Five  bids  for  this  work  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  January  27,  1992;  and 
WHEREAS,  In  order  to  resolve  MBE/WBE/LBE  issues,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission's 
MBE/WBE/LBE  Contracts  Compliance  office  was  unable  to  render  a  deter m in ination  as  to  the 
responsiveness  of  the  apparent  low  bidder  within  60  days  of  receipt  of  bids;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6. 1  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  in  this  instance  that  the  award  of  a 
contract  be  made  not  later  than  60  days  after  receipt  of  bids  unless  the  time  for  letting  such  contract  be 
extended  by  Resolution  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  upon  recommendation  of  the  Department  Head, 
Board  or  Commission  responsible  for  such  award;  now  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Section  6.1  of  the 
Administrative  Code  which  requires  that  the  award  of  a  contract  be  made  not  later  than  60  days  after 
receipt  of  bids  unless  the  time  for  letting  such  contract  be  extended  by  Resolution  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors,  requests  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  approve  the  extension  of  the  total  60  day  limit  by 
seventy-six  additional  days  to  award  this  contract;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  awards  the  work  as  specified  under  Municipal 
Railway  Contract  No.  MR-1039-R  Curtis  E.  Green  Light  Rail  Facility  Geneva  Site  -  Maintenance 
Building  Paint  Booth  Fans  Modification  subject  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors'  Finance  Committee  lifting 
the  reserve  placed  on  the  appropriated  funds  and  subject  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors'  authorizing  the 
extension  of  time  to  award  the  work  in  the  amount  of  $43,450.00  to  E.  Mitchell,  Inc.  993  Tennessee  St., 
San  Francisco,  CA  94107  as  the  lowest  responsive  and  qualified  bidder  and  rejects  all  other  bids  for  the 
work. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


at  its  meeting  of . 


/V 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  ANO  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCtSCO 

92-0150 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  Proposition  A  created  significant  vacancies  in  the  Hetch  Hetchy 
organization;  and 

WHEREAS,  Proposition  A  thereby  created  an  opportunity  to  make  organizational 
changes  without  a  direct,  adverse  impact  on  existing  employees;  and 

WHEREAS,  Hetch  Hetchy  Management  has  proposed  organizational  changes  that 
will  make  the  Department  more  efficient  and  effective  and  has  reviewed  the  proposal  with 
all  affected  employees;  and 

WHEREAS,  PUC  Management  has  directed  staff  to  conduct,  meet  and  confer 
meetings,  as  appropriate  and  desired,  prior  to  Board  of  Supervisors'  approval  of 
implementing  budget  changes;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby  approve  the 
proposed  organizational  changes;  and,  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  General  Manager  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  is 
authorized  and  directed  to  submit  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of  Supervisors,  any  and  all 
budget  changes  necessary  to  implement  the  proposal  as  quickly  as  possible. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


at  its  meeting  of. 


ne  joregging  resolution  wc 

My:  121992 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

OTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,   The  work  specified  under  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR- 
1035-R  Kirkland  Motor  Coach  Facility  -  Security  Fencing  &  Gates  is  to  be 
funded  under  Urban  Mass  Transportation  Grants;  and 

WHEREAS,   Six  bids  for  this  work  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on 
Friday,   December  20,    1991;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  bid  in  the  amount  of  $387,000.00  as  received  from  Angotti 
&  Reilly/T.E.  Joo,   a  Joint  Venture  is  deemed  to  be  a  responsive  and 
qualified  bid  by  Engineering  and  PUC's  DBE/AA  Contracts  Compliance  staff; 
and 

WHEREAS,   In  order  to  respond  to  bid  protests  received  the  Public 

Utilities  Commission  was  unable  to  award  the  contract  to  the  lowest 

responsive  bidder  within  30  days  of  receipt  of  bids;  and 

WHEREAS,   Section  6.1  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that  the 

award  of  a  contract  be  made  not  later  than  3  0  days  after  receipt  of  bids 

unless  the  time  for  letting  such  contract  be  extended  by  Resolution  of  the 

Board  of  Supervisors  upon  recommendation  of  the  Department  Head,   Board  or 

Commission  responsible  for  such  award;  now  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission,   pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Section 

6.1  of  the  Administrative  Code  which  requires  that  the  award  of  a  contract 

be  made  not  later  than  30  days  after  receipt  of  bids  unless  the  time  for 

letting  such  contract  be  extended  by  Resolution  of  the  Board  of 

Supervisors,   requests  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  approve  the  extension  of 

the  total  30  day  limit  by  one  hundred  and  fourteen  additional  days  to  award 

this  contract;   and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  hereby  awards  the  work  as  specified 

under  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.   MR-1035-R  Kirkland  Motor  Coach 

Facility  -  Security  Fencing  &  Gates  in  the  amount  of  $387,000.00  to  Angotti 

&  Reilly/T.E.   Joo,   a  Joint  Venture,    325  Fremont  Street,   San  Francisco,  CA 

94105  as  the  lowest  responsive  and  qualified  bidder  and  rejects  all  other 

bids  for  the  work. 

/  hereby  certify  tha^he ^re^ning  ^^^^^^^        a4ot>tfffhh(V  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

at  its  meeting  of 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,   The  Public  Utilities  Commission  desires  to 
provide  paratransit  services  for  mobility  impaired  people 
unable  to  use  fixed  route  public  transit;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  has  a 
comprehensive  plan  for  the  provision  of  City-wide 
paratransit  services ;  and 

WHEREAS,   The  Controller  has  determined  that  contracting 
for  said  paratransit  services  with  outside  firms  is  both 
more  economical  and  practical  than  hiring  and  providing 
these  services  with  City  employees;  and 

WHEREAS,   Section  8.300-1  of  the  San  Francisco  Charter 
allows  the  Commission  to  contract  for  services  when  it  is 
determined  by  the  Controller  and  approved  by  resolution  of 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  be  more  economical;  now, 
therefore ,  be  it 

RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  requests  the  Board  of 
Supervisors'  approval  to  contract  for  the  provision  of 
paratransit  services  for  Fiscal  Year  1992-1993. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of.  ^  ^  ^^92 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Comr 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CnV  AND  COUMTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No  


WHEREAS.  Under  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract  No.  HH-829R, 
O'Shaughnessy  Dam  Septic  System  Rehabilitation  Phase  II,  is  to  be  performed;  and 

WHEREAS,  Bids  for  this  work  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  February  11, 
1992;  and 

WHEREAS,  Application  of  bid  preferences  as  provided  for  in  Ordinance  No.  190-91 
(San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Chapter  12-D)  for  Local  Business  and  for  Minority  or 
Women  Bidders  results  in  the  determination  that  the  contract  be  awarded  to  San  Luis 
Construction,  the  second  low  bidder,  who  submitted  a  bid  in  the  amount  of  $167,374.00;  and 

WHEREAS,  A  protest  was  received  from  the  fifth  low  bidder,  A.  Answer,  Inc. 
protesting  the  bid  of  San  Luis  Construction;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Utilities  General  Counsel  subsequently  determined  A.  Answer,  Inc.'s 
protest  to  be  without  merit  and  recommended  award  of  this  contract  to  San  Luis  Construction; 
and 

WHEREAS,  Review  by  PUC  staff  and  the  City  Attorney's  Office  of  the  qualifications 
of  San  Luis  Construction  to  perform  the  work  and  resolution  of  the  protest  resulted  in  the 
contract  not  being  awarded  within  60  days  following  receipt  of  bids;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6. 1  of  the  Administrative  Code  requires  that  award  of  a  contract  be 
made  no  later  than  60  days  after  receipt  of  bids  unless  the  time  for  awarding  such  contract  be 
extended  by  resolution  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  upon  recommendation  of  the  Department 
Head,  Board,  or  Commission  responsible  for  such  award;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  awards  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power 
Contract  No.  HH-829R,  O'  Shaughnessy  Septic  System  Rehabilitation  Phase  II  in  the  amount 
of  $167,374.00  to  San  Luis  Construction,  5739  Mission  Street.  San  Francisco.  CA  94112, 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  extend  the  time  to  award;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  recommends  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors 


adopt  a  Resolution  extending  the  time  to  award  beyond  60  days  following  the  receipt  of  bids. 

/  hereby  certify  that  the  f<>rcg<jtng  resolution  was  adopted  hv  (he  Public  L/tilities  Commissiort 

\-     f  MAY      12  1992  ^  ^         ,  .  , 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  Na 


WHEREAS,  Construction  of  the  Muni  Metro  Turnaround  is  highly 
specialized,  complex  work  that  involves  tunneling  in  soft  ground 
below  the  water  table  and  deep  cut-and-cover  excavations  in  a 
congested,  highly  developed  urban  location;  and 

WHEREAS,  For  these  reasons,  the  contractor  must  have  the  requisite 
expertise,  capability  and  experience  to  successfully  perform  project 
construction;  and 

WHEREAS,  Prequalification  is  a  well-established  practice  in  the  public 
sector  to  screen  suitable  contractors  to  submit  price  bids  on  major 
construction  projects;  and 

WHEREAS,  Prequalification  generally  results  in  lower  insurance 
premiums,  and  realistic,  responsive  bids,  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  approves  the  use  of 
a  pass-fail  prequalification  process  to  screen  suitable  contractors  to 
submit  price  bids  on  the  Muni  Metro  Turnaround  construction 
contract;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  approves  the 
appointment  of  an  evaluation  panel  who  will  use  a  set  of  specific 
criteria  related  to  the  experience,  technical  capability,  financial 
stability,  safety  record  and  qualifications  of  personnel  to  prequalify 
contractors. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  It^Y  j  2  1992   


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COVHTf  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


HHEREAS,  The  State  Constitution,  pursuant  to  the  the  Clean  Air  and 
Transportation  Act  of  1990  (Proposition  116),  makes  transit  capital  funding 
available  through  the  Transportation  Planning  and  Development  Account;  and 

HHEREAS,  The  Governor  and  the  Legislature  may  make  additional 
transit  capital  funding  available,  using  resources  from  the  Petroleum 
Violation  Escrow  Account  and/or  the  Kopp-Katz-Baker  Transportation  Blueprint 
for  the  Twenty-First  Century  (Proposition  111);  and 


HHEREAS,  The  proposed  applications  for  funds  includes  the  following 


projects : 


1)  Articulated  Trolley  Coach  Replacement 

2)  Muni  Metro  Turnback 

3)  Potrero  Division  Rehabilitation 

4)  Geneva/Green  Capacity  Modification 

5)  Miscellaneous  Rail  Maintenance  and  Repair 

Equipment  acquisition. 

6)  Subway  Signal  System  Replacement 

7)  Muni  Metro  Extension  to  Sixth  Street 

8)  F-MARKET/EMBARCADERO  PCC  streetcar  Rehab. 

9)  Rai 1  Repl acement 

TOTAL 


Amount  of  199-92 
State  Funds 
Requested 

$  2,354.743 
1  1  ,682.282 
1 ,530,000 
3.000.000 

1 .500,000 
6,247.362 
1 .500.000 
500.000 
500.000 


$28,814,387 


HHEREAS,  Estimated  costs  of  these  projects  includes: 

1)  In-house  Project  Englneer/CM 

2)  Professional  Services 

3)  Construction 

4)  Equipment  Purchase 

5)  Equipment  Rehab 

6)  Indirect  Costs 


$2,802,392 
2.041 .448 

18,628.847 
3.276.532 
425.000 
1 .640.169 


TOTAL 


$28,814,387 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

OTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.   S.^^XOo' 


WHEREAS,  These  projects  all  ranked  high  in  the  Municipal  Railway  Capital 
Improvement  Program  and  the  Regional  and  State  Transportation  Improvement 
Programs;  and 

WHEREAS,  All  of  the  projects  address  serious  transportation  problems  in 
San  Francisco's  transit  system  and  are  ready  for  funding  in  the  next  fiscal 
year;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission  provides  local  match 
funds  from  TDA.  AB  1107  resources.  Bridge  Tolls,  and  State  Transit  Assistance 
revenues  to  high  priority  projects  In  the  regional  transit  capital  plan;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Board  of  Supervisors  provides  local  matching  funds  from  the 
Transit  Impact  Development  Fees  and/or  Hetch  Hetchy  funds  to  high  priority 
projects  in  the  MUNI  capital  improvement  program;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  Improvement  Corporation 
provides  local  matching  funds  from  the  Corporation's  resources  to  high 
priority  projects  in  the  MUNI  capital  improvement  program;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Transportation  Authority  provides  local  matching  funds  from 
the  Transportation  Sales  Tax  Revenues  to  high  priority  projects  in  the  MUNI 
capital  improvement  program;  and 

WHEREAS,  Proposition  116,  as  approved  by  the  voters'  as  part  of  the 
application  process,  requires  that  the  applicants'  governing  board  certify 
specif ical ly  that; 

1)  no  other  capital  previously  planned,  programmed  or  approved  for  rail 
purposes  will  be  used  for  other  than  rail  purposes,  and  that 

2)  matching  funds  are  available  and  committed  for  this  project,  and  that 
any  new  development  fees  taxes  or  exactions,  or  permit  fees  have  not 
and  will  not  be  included  in  the  operating  budgets(s)  or  for  matching 
funds  for  these  projects;  and  that 

3)  other  funding  sources  be  utilized  to  complete  this  project  if  the 
project  costs  exceed  those  identified  in  the  application,  and  that 

4)  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  has  the  financial  and 
institutional  ability  to  accept  the  legal  liabilities  associated  with 
this  project,  and  that 

5)  all  reasonable  steps  have  been  taken  to  assure  full  due  diligence  in 
the  discovery  of  hazardous  wastes  on  or  below  acquired  property's 
surface,  and  that 

6)  additional  state  funds  will  not  be  sought  for  clean-up  damages,  or 
liability  costs  associated  with  hazardous  wastes  on  or  below  acquired 
property's  surfaces 

WHEREAS,  the  San  Francisco  Municpal  Railway  does  meet  the  above  six 
certification  requirements:  and 
now.  THEREFORE,  be  it 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CrrV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTrON  No. 


^  t  ■>  -f  r-  r— 


RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager.  Finance.  Public  Utilities 
Commission,  is  hereby  authorized  to  apply  foi ,  accept,  and  expend  $28,814,387 
from  1991-92  State  Clean  Air  and  Transportation  Improvement  Act  funds  and 
$28,814,387  from  such  regional  and  local  matching  fund  sources  as  State 
TransitAssistance  funds,  Transportation  Development  Act,  AB  1107  funds. 
Bridge  Toll  Revenues.  Transit  Impact  Development  Fees.  Transportation  Sales 
Tax  Revenues.  Hetch  Hetchy  funds,  and/or  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway 
improvement  Corporation  funds  for  the  above-listed  Municipal  Railway  projects; 
and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED.  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance.  Public 
Utilities  Commission,  is  authorized  to  furnish  whatever  additional  information 
might  be  requested  by  the  funding  agencies  in  connection  with  this  grant 
request;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager  Is  authorized  to 

certify  that 

1)  no  other  capital  previously  planned,  programmed  or  approved  for 
rail  purposes  will  be  used  for  other  than  rail  purposes,  and  that 

2)  matching  funds  are  available  and  committed  for  this  project,  and 
that  any  new  development  fees  taxes  or  exactions,  or  permit  fees 
have  not  and  will  not  be  included  in  the  operating  budget(s)  for 
these  projects  or  for  matching  funds  for  these  project,  and  that 

3)  other  funding  sources  be  utilized  to  complete  this  project  if  the 
project  costs  exceed  those  identified  in  the  application,  and  that 

4)  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  has  the  financial  and 
Institutional  ability  to  accept  the  legal  liabilities  associated 
with  this  project,  and  that 

5)  all  reasonable  steps  have  been  taken  to  assure  full  due  diligence 
in  the  discovery  of  hazardous  wastes  on  or  below  acquired 
property's  surface,  and  that 

6)  additional  state  funds  will  not  be  sought  for  clean-up  damages,  or 
liability  costs  associated  with  hazardous  wastes  on  or  below 
acquired  property's  surfaces;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED.  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager.  Finance.  Is 
authorized  to  execute  fund  transfer  agreements  with  the  State  of  California 
Department  of  Transportation  to  accept  these  funds. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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at  its  meeting  of 


9f  MAY 


12  1992 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


MINUTES 


PUBLIC  UTILmES  COMMISSION 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


Frank  M.  Jordan 
Mayor 


REGULAR  MEETING 

Room  282,  City  Hall 
2:00  P.M. 
May  26,  1992 


COMMISSIONERS 
Gordon  Chin,  President 
Victor  G.  Makras,  Vice  President 
James  D.  Jefferson 
Patricia  A.  Carson 
Michael  E.  Hardeman 


DEPARTMENTS  BUREAUS 

Hetch  Hetchy  Project  Energy  Conservation 

Municipal  Railway  Engineering  and  Construction 

Management 

Water  Department 

Financial  Management 

Information  Systems 

Management  Efficiency  and 
Productivity 

Personnel  and  Training 


Thomas  J.  Elzey 
GENERAL  MANAGER 

Romaine  A.  Boldridge 
SECRETARY 


92-117 


Call  to  Order  2:10  P.M. 


Present:      President  Gordon  Chin,  Vice  President  Victor  G.  Makras,  Commissioner 

James  D.  Jefferson,  Commissioner  Patricia  A.  Carson,  Commissioner  Michael 
E.  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Jefferson,  the  Minutes 
of  the  regular  meeting  of  May  12,  1992  were  approved,  as  corrected. 


A  tape  of  the  meeting  is  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission. 


RESOLUTION 
NO 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Jefferson,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0156     MR    Requesting  the  Controller  to  draw  warrants  in  payment  of  claims 

against  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway,  totalling  $199,342.12. 

VOTE:  Ayes-Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Jefferson,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0157     FM     Approving  collection  of  charges  for  damages  for  the  month  of  March, 
1992  against  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  from  miscellaneous 
debtors  in  the  amount  of  $15,268.86  and  write-off  compromise 
reductions  for  comparative  negUgence  in  the  amount  of  $3,550.00;  San 
Francisco  Water  Department  write-off  compromise  reductions  for 
comparative  negligence  in  the  amount  of  $3,009.90;  and  Bureau  of 
Light,  Heat  &  Power  from  miscellaneous  debtors  in  the  amount  of 
$2,448.52. 

VOTE:  Ayes-Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Jefferson,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0158     WD    Accepting  the  work  performed  under  WD-2078,  Baden  Pump 
Station-Purchase  of  Water  Pumps  and  Motors  as  satisfactorily 
completed,  and  authorizing  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $3,000.00  to 
the  Contractor,  Dresser  Pump  Industries. 

VOTE:  Ayes-Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


92-118 


RESOLUTION 
NO 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Jefferson,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 


92-0159     FM     Approving  a  transfer  of  funds  of  $200,000  from  Water  Department  Bay 
Division  Pipeline  No.l  and  No. 2,  Earthquake  Brace/Repair,  to  Bay 
Division  Pipeline  No. 4,  Main  Break. 

VOTE:  Ayes-Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Jefferson,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0160     GM    Ratifying  and  approving  the  non  Civil  Service  and  Temporary 

appointments  and  removals  made  by  the  General  Manager  for  the 
month  of  April,  1992. 

VOTE:  Ayes-Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Jefferson,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0161     GM     Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  to  amend  the  Hetch 
Hetchy  Water  and  Power  budget  request  by  increasing  the  General 
Fund  contribution  from  $10  million  to  $17  million;  and  reflecting  a 
contribution  of  $2.8  million  to  the  Municipal  Railway;  and  requesting 
that  the  Municipal  Railway's  budget  be  amended  accordingly. 

VOTE:  Ayes-Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Makras,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following  resolution 
was  adopted: 

92-0162     WD    Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  the  Water  Department  to  execute 
Amendment  No. 3  for  Professional  Services  Agreement  with  Camp 
Dresser  and  McKee,  Inc.  in  an  amount  not-to-exceed  $2,863,475  for 
water  quality  planning  studies;  and  requesting  the  Controller  to  transfer 
funds. 

VOTE:  Ayes-Chin,  Makras,  Carson,  Hardeman 
Noes  -Jefferson 


Copies  of  the  above  resolutions  are  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  PubUc  Utilities  Commission. 


92-119 


Requests  from  the  Commission 
Passes  and  Automobiles 

Commissioner  Makras  requested  that  the  Commission  calendar  for  discussion  the  subject 
of  free  passes  on  the  Municipal  Railway.  Commissioner  Jefferson  requested  that  at  the 
same  time  staff  calendar  an  item  concerning  employee  automobile  usage.  President  Chin 
requested  that  staff  report  in  30  days  and  provide  background  materials  including 
previous  Commission  action  and  Memorandum  of  Understanding  (MOU)  information. 

Attomey's  Fees 

Commissioner  Makras  requested  that  the  City  Attomey's  office  provide  statistics  from 
settled  cases  regarding  the  issue  of  attomey's  fees  and  whether  or  not  it  would  be 
advantageous  for  the  Commission  to  include  a  clause  providing  for  attomey's  fees  in 
contracts. 

Charter  Amendments 

President  Chin  requested  that  the  Commission  receive  ongoing  information  and  staff 
analyses  of  proposed  Cheuter  Amendment  which  may  affect  the  structiu-e  of  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission. 


Commissioner  Makras  requested  to  be  informed  of  all  meetings  with  the  Bay  Area  Water 
Users  Association  (i.e.,  date,  time,  and  place),  concerning  discussion  of  a  proposed  Hetch 
Hetchy  Filtration  Plant. 


The  Pubhc  Utilities  Commission  held  a  public  hearing  in  accordance  with  Section  3.598 
of  the  Charter  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  consider  modifications  to  the 
schedule  of  Rates,  Fares  and  Charges  of  the  Municipal  Railway.  The  following  persons 
commented  at  the  pubUc  hearing; 


Filtration 


*************** 


David  Pilpel 
Larry  L.  Jackson 
Catherine  Reardon 
Arlene  Wong 
Barbara  Baker 
Cheryl  Damico 
Katherine  Alberto 
Emia  Brim 
Michael  Kwok 
Jack  Gelmar 
Marvis  Phillips 
Stephen  Kuttner  Jr 
Ken  Farmer 
Shirley  A.  Bierly 
Michael  Henderson 
Phillip  Seronick 


Shelley  E.  Salieri 
Robert  Pender 
Keith  Cogswell 
Dee  Ann  Hendrix 
Bruce  M.  Oka 
Jewell  McGinnis 
Barbara  Schipper 
David  Fairley 
Samuel  R.  Ganczaruk 
William  A.  Horn 
Enid  Ng  Lim 
Ricardo  Leon 
Don  Eilhelberger 
Carey  Liu 
David  Grace 
Lorin  S.  Rosemond 
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J.  Rhett  Vamador 
Edward  G.  Evans 
Diane 

Mr.  Thompson 
Landis  Whistler 
Jane  Cutter 
Lee  Anne  Popkin 
Herbert  Weiner 
Shelley  Rauchman 
Greg  R.E.  Millard 
Erik  Rader 
Brace  Doohar 


Tom  Karnes 
Richard  Becker 
Saul  Kanowitz 
Bruce  Baginski 
Jerry  Grace 
Ron  HoUaday 
Maya  Roth 
Keith  Pavlik 
Beth  Berkelhammer 
Tim  Dunn 
Al  Riley 


The  public  hearing  was  continued  to  a  special  meeting  on  May  28,  1992,  at  7:00  P.M.  at 
the  Southeast  Community  Facility  Community  Meeting  Room,  1800  Oakdcile  Avenue, 
San  Francisco,  California. 


THEREUPON  THE  MEETING  WAS  ADJOURNED:  8:08  P.M. 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 
Secretary 


92-121 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No  


RESOLVED,  That  on  recommendation  of  the  General  Manager 
of  Public  Utilities ,  the  PUC  Finance  Director  and  the  City 
Attorney,  this  Commission  hereby  requests  the  Controller  to  allot 
funds  and  to  draw  warrants  against  such  funds  as  are  or  will  be 
available  in  payment  of  claims  against  the  San  Francisco  Municipal 
Railway  as  shown  below. 


LAIMANT  &  ACCIDENT  NO.    &  ACCIDENT 

DURT  NO.  SPECIFIED           SPECIALS     TYPE         DATE  PI/PD  SETTLEMENT 

PRAYER 

on-Litigated: 
one 

itigated: 
one 

udgment : 

:wan  Sui  Liu  90-B-0981-1           N/A           2-7  12-20-90     PI  $17,468.34* 

;933-681  $Und. 

tosanne  Uno  87-S-8018-1           N/A           2-7  05-19-88     PI  $181,873.78** 

5904-13  8  $1, 500, 00  0.00 

:OTAL  SETTLEMENT    (2)  $199,342.12 


[NDEX  632091  SUB  OBJECT  1450 

"f$16,690.00  principal  plus  $778.34  costs 
'f*$177  ,  500  .  00  principal  plus  $4,373  .78  costs 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

 —  ^  n  f^J'J.:/. 


at  its  meeting  of , 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

cny  ANO  coui>*rv  of  saw  fhancisco 

92-0ir>7 

RESOLUTION  No  


SSOLVED,  That  this  Commission  on  the  recommendation  of  the  General  Manager  of  Public 
;ilities,  Department  Managers  and  the  City  Attorney,  hereby  approves  collection  of 
larges  for  damages  for  this  month  of  March  1992  against  the  following: 


lN  FRANCISCO  MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY  from  miscellaneous  debtors  in  the  amount  of  $15,268.86 
id  write-off  compromise  reductions  for  comparative  negligence  in  the  amount  of 
!, 550.00. 


LN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT  write-off  compromise  reduct  ions  for  comparative 
:gligence  in  the  amount  of  $3,009.90. 


JREAU  OF  LIGHT,  HEAT  &  POWER  from  miscellaneous  debtors  in  the  amount  of  $2,448,52. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolu,tJon  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

,  ml, 

at  its  meeting  of  jM   J 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

92-0158 

RESOLUTION  No.  


RESOLVED.  That  this  Commission  accept  the  work  performed 
under  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  WD-2078,  Baden 
Pump  Station  -  Purchase  of  Water  Pumps  and  Motors  as  satisfactorily 
completed  and  authorize  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $3,000.00  to 
the  Contractor,  Dresser  Pump  Industries. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  WftY  ^^^^  ^ 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COU^fTY  Of=  SAN  FRANCISCO 

92-0159 

RESOLUTION  No. .  


WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission,  by  Resolution  No.  91- 
0413  authorized  the  emergency  repairs  of  the  Bay  Division  Pipeline  No. 
4;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Board  of  Supervisors  by  Resolution  No.  463-91 
approved  the  funding  of  the  emergency  work  in  the  estimated  amount 
of  $500,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  During  construction,  additional  worl<  was  required  for 
deeper  excavation  and  backfill,  construction  of  temporary  and 
permanent  retaining  walls  to  stabilize  the  roadway  slopes,  construction 
of  fences,  and  installation  of  temporary  guard  rails;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  in  the  amount  of  $500,000  were  spent  to 
satisfactorily  complete  the  emergency  work;  and 

WHEREAS.  Additional  work  needs  to  be  done  to  complete 
backfilling  of  the  Edmonds  Road  site,  complete  reconstruction  of  the 
retaining  walls,  install  guard  rails  and  restore  the  drainage  system;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  by  Resolution  No.  92- 
0035  had  authorized  the  completion  of  the  remaining  work  on  a  non- 
emergency basis;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  additional  design,  construction  and  construction 
inspection  will  cost  $200,000;  now.  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approves  transfer  of  funds  in  the 
amount  of  $200,000  from  Appropriation  No.  32-001-688341-759-01. 
Bay  Division  Pipeline  No.  1  &  2  earthquake  brace  and  repairs,  to 
Appropriation  No.  32-723-741280-661-01.  Bay  Division  Pipeline  No.  4. 
main  break. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  f.  liAY  ^^19^  ^ — ^ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC   UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTV  OP  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No  


WHEREAS,  under  the  authority  of  Charter  Section  3.501, 
the  General  Nbnager,  PUC  is  authorized  to  itake  Non  Civil  Service 
and  Tatporary  appointments  and  rorcfvals  therefrcm;  and 


WHE3^EAS,  such  appointments  and  rariovals  have  been 
ordered  by  the  General  I^nager,  PUC;  and 


WHE3?EAS,  the  General  lyfenager,  PUC,  has  requested 
ccnmissian,  ratification  and  approval  of  such  appointments  and 
removals;  now  therefore  be  it 


RESOLVED,  the  Puiblic  Utilities  Cotmission  does  hereby 
ratify  and  approve  the  Ncn  Civil  Service  and  Temporary 
appointnents  and  removals  for  the  month  of  ^ril,  1992. 


217C-2 


1  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
a,  i,s  meeting  of  MAY         Zb  1992 


0  ./,./,,■ 


■k^-  J  aii- 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commi^on 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CFTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  The  Mayor's  Office  has  requested  of  the  PUC 
General  Manager  additional  revenues  from  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and 
Power  for  the  General  Fund  due  to  the  City's  projected  revenue 
shortfall  in  1992-93;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  projected  General  Fund  deficit  will 
severely  impact  service  delivery  of  the  Municipal  Railway  in 
1992-93;  and 

WHEREAS,    In  response  to  the  Mayor's   request  and  to 
offset  some  of  Muni's  service  costs,   Hetch  Hetchy  can  use 
surplus  funds  from  the  current  year  close-outs  and  defer  some 
of   its  planned  capital   improvement  projects;     NOW,  THEREFORE, 
BE  IT 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  PUC 
General  Manager  to  amend  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power 
1992-93  budget  request  by  increasing  the  General  Fund 
contribution   from  $10  million  to  $17  million;      and  BE   IT  FURTHER 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Hetch  Hetchy  budget  request  for 
1992-93  be  amended  to  reflect  a  contribution  of  $2.8  million  to 
the  Municipal  Railway  and  that  the  Railway's  budget  be  amended 
accordingly . 


^I^hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  ^^/^ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  CommUsion 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,  This  Commission  by  its  resolution  No.  89-0087,  adopted  on 
March  14,  1989,  authorized  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  to  enter  a  Professional  Services  Agreement  with  Camp  Dresser  and 
McKee,  Inc.  for  the  performance  of  Water  Quality  Planning  Studies;  and 

WHEREAS,  Under  the  original  Agreement  Camp  Dresser  and  McKee,  Inc. 
successfully  completed  an  evaluation  of  existing  water  quality  data  and 
regulatory  issues,  and  developed  the  protocol  for  the  required  studies;  and 

WHEREAS,  Under  Amendment  Nos.  1  and  2  Camp  Dresser  and  McKee 
successfully  completed  a  siting  study  for  the  treatment  plant  required  to  filter 
Hetch  Hetchy  source  water,  and  refurbished  the  City's  pilot  plant  in  preparation 
for  the  ensuing  water  quality  studies;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  Agreement  provides  the  City  with  the  option  to 
negotiate  with  Camp  Dresser  and  McKee,  Inc.  the  performance  of  work 
associated  with  the  collection  and  analysis  of  water  quality  data  and  the 
development  of  recommendations  leading  to  compliance  with  Federal  and  State 
regulations;  and 

WHEREAS,  Camp  Dresser  and  McKee.  Inc.  has  submitted  a  proposal  to 
perform  treatability  studies  on  the  City's  Hetch  Hetchy  and  Alameda  water 
sources,  monitor  water  quality  system-wide,  and  perform  geologic  investigations 
at  the  preferred  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Plant  location  in  the  Sunol 
Valley,  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $2,863,475;  and 

WHEREAS  additional  funds  in  the  amount  of  $2,513,475  are  required  to 
execute  Amendment  No.  3  to  said  Agreement  for  the  aforementioned  work;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  General  Manager  of  the  Water  Department  recommends 
the  transfer  of  $750,000  from  the  Rock  River  Lime  Plant  Improvements  project 
to  the  Water  Quality  Planning  Studies  project,  within  the  Department's  current 
year  (FY  91-92)  Capital  Improvement  Program;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  remaining  funds  will  become  available  through  an  already 
budgeted  appropriation  of  $2,000,000  under  the  Water  Quality  Planning  Studies 
project,  in  the  Water  Department's  FY  92-93  Capital  Improvement  Program;  now, 
therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  requests  the  Controller  to  transfer  funds 
in  the  amount  of  $750,000  from  the  Rock  River  Lime  Plant  Improvements  project, 
FAMIS  Index  Code  124257.  to  the  Water  Quality  Planning  Studies  project, 
FAMIS  Index  Code  124322;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
of  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  to  execute  Amendment  No.  3  to  said 
Agreement  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $2,863,475. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  


MAX  ^^^^^^ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

FARE  INCREASE  PROPOSAL 


PUBLIC  HEARING 


TUESDAY.  MAY  26.  1992 
4:00  PM 
ROOM  282.  CITY  HALL 
PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION  HEARING  ROOM 
SAN  FRANCISCO.  CA 


THURSDAY.  MAY  28.  1992 
7:00  PM 

SOUTHEAST  COMMUNITY  FACILITY 
1800  OAKDALE  AVENUE 
COMMUNITY  MEETING  ROOM 
SAN  FRANCISCO.  CA 


SUMMARY 


The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  has  scheduled  two 
public  hearings  to  consider  increasing  Muni  fares,  in  response  to 
the  Mayor's  request  to  reduce  the  City's  general  fund  contribution 
to  Muni  in  the  next  fiscal  year.  This  package  is  divided  into  the 
following  major  sections: 


0  Background 

0  Fare  Proposals 

0  Fare  Schedules  for  Other  Major  Transit  Systems 
0  Summary  of  Muni's  1991-92  and  1992-93  Budgets 
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BACKGROUND 


In  1991-92.  about  43%  of    Muni's  $269  million  budget  will  be  paid 
for  from  the  City's  general  fund.     In  1992-93.  absent  any  fiscal 
constraints.  Muni's  general  fund  contribution  would  have  to 
increase  by  almost  $25  million  to  $139  million  to  maintain  the 
same  level  of  services  because: 

0  regional  revenues,  which  will  contribute  about  $53  million, 
or  20%.  of  Muni's  revenues  in  1991-92.  are  expected  to 
decrease  by  $9.2  million  in  1992-93  (primarily  the  result  of 
lower  sales  tax  revenues); 

0  employee  wages,  including  drivers,  will  increase  by  about 
$9.8  million  based  on  charter-mandated  formulas  (the 
previous  Mayor  froze  salaries  in  1991-92  to  balance  the 
budget:  thus  the  amount  for  1992-93  reflects  increases  for 
two  years) :  and. 

0  Muni  will  incur  additional  costs  of  $3.7  million  for 
programs  with  mandated  increases,  such  as  Workers 
Compensation  ($1.5  million),  payments  to  BART  for  Fast  Pass 
usage  on  that  system  ($0.6  million),  payments  to  the  Bureau 
of  Light.  Heat,  and  Power  ($0.4  million),  the  drivers'  trust 
fund    ($0.4  million),  the  tire  rental  contract  ($0.3 
million)  and  several  other  minor  increases  ($0.5  million). 

However,  the  City-wide  deficit  for  1992-93  has  caused  the  Mayor  to 
request  that  Muni's  projected  general  fund  contribution  of  $139 
million  be  reduced  by  a  total  of  approximately  $30  million.  To 
reach  that  goal,  the  PUC  has  already  approved  administrative 
efficiencies  and  considered,  but  rejected,  a  service  cut.  In 
addition,  Muni  will  realize  over  $6.5  million  in  reduced  salaries 
as  a  result  of  employees  retiring  under  Proposition  A  (the  early 
retirement  item  approved  by  San  Francisco  voters  in  November  1991) 
whose  positions  will  not  be  filled. 
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PUC  Apprnvpd  Budget 

On  February  19.   1992.   the  Public  Utilities  Commission  approved  a 
$264  million  Muni  budget  for  1992-93.     That  budget  included  over 
$6  8  million  in  baseline  adjustments,  or  mandated  costs  necessary 
to  continue  the  same  level  of  service  as  the  current  year.  That 
budget  also  responded  to  the  Mayor's  request  in  January  to  reduce 
Muni's  budget  by  10%  of  the  1991-92  general  fund  contri buti on .  or 
$11.6  million.     Deficit  reduction  measures  to  reach  the  $11.6 
million  target  included  $6.7  million  in  administrative 
efficiencies  (including  savings  from  the  early  retirement 
program),  and  $4.3  million  in  fare  increases.    The  fare  package 
approved  in  concept  by  the  Commission  included  the  following 
changes  to  the  Muni  Fare  Schedule: 


Instrument  Current 

Adult  Cash  $0.85 

Adult  Pass  30.00 

Discount  Cash  0.15 

Discount  Pass  4  .  50 
Total  Revenues 

BART  Payment/Token  Commissions 
Net  Revenues 


Proposed 
$l/$0.90  token 
32.00 
0.25 
5.00 


Addi  ti  onal 
Revenue 
$  700.000 
1 .200.000 
660.000 
240.000 
4.800.000 
-500.000 
$4,300,000 


Impact  on 
R  i  d  e  r  s  h  i  D 
-1.5% 
-3.0% 
-6.0% 
+2.0% 
-1.6% 


Mavor's  Budget  Request 

Subsequent  to  the  PUC's  approval  of  the  budget  for  submittal  to 
the  Mayor,  the  Mayor's  budget  office  determined  that  Muni's 
contribution  from  the  general  fund  would  have  to  be  reduced  by  a 
total  of  $30  million,  or  an  additional  $18  million  beyond  the 
reduction  approved  earlier.    The  following  expenditure  cuts  and 
revenue  enhancements  (including  those  approved  by  the  Commission 
in  February)  have  been  identified  to  meet  the  $30  million  target: 

0  Positions  Cut  Due  to  Early  Retirements  $6,450,000 
0  Increased  Operating  Subsidy  From  TIDF  3,000.000 
0  Allocation  from  Hetch  Hetchy  for  Muni  Propulsion  2.800.000 
0  Administrative  Efficiencies  2.700.000 
0  Eliminate  Subsidy  for  Ballpark  Service  55Q.QQQ 

Subtotal  $15,600,00 

Balance  Needed  $14,400,000 

Attachment  1.  at  the  back  of  this  document  summarizes  Muni's  1991 
92  and  1992-93  budgets. 
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SUMMARY  OF  FARE  INCREASE  PROPOSALS 


Below  is  a  summary  of  several  fare  increase  proposals  which  the 
PUC  will  consider  at  the  scheduled  hearings.     The  first,  which  was 
approved  in  concept  by  the  PUC  in  the  Muni  budget  submitted  to  the 
Mayor,  increases  revenues  by  $4.3  million.    The  other  four 
proposals  raise  $13  to  $14  million,  and  address  the  Mayor's 
request  to  reduce  general  fund  expenditures  by  $30  million. 


PUC  Approved  Fare  Proposal 


Instrument 
Adult  Cash 
Adult  Pass 
Discount  Cash 
Discount  Pass 


Current 
$0.85 
30.00 
0.15 
1^ 


ProDQsed 
$l/$0.90  token 
32.00 
0.25 
5.00 


Total  Revenues 

BART  Payment/Token  Commissions 
Net  Revenues 


Addi  ti  onal 
Revenue 
$2,700,000 
1.200.000 
660.000 
240.000 

4.800.000 
-500.000 
$4,300,000 


Impact  on 
Ri dershi  p 
-1.5% 
-3.0% 
-6.0% 
+2.0% 

-1.6% 


Alternate  Fare  Proposal  #1 


Instrument  Current 

Adult  Cash  $0.85 

Adult  Transfer  free 

Adult  Cable  Car  2.00 

Adult  Pass  30.00 

Youth  Cash  0.25 

Youth  Pass  5.00 

Discount  Cash  0.15 

Discount  Pass  4.5Q 

Total  Revenues 
BART  Payment 
Net  Revenues 


Proposed 
$1.00 

0.25 

3.00 
35.00 

0.35 

8.00 

0.25 

6.00 


Addi  ti  onal 
Revenue 
$3,370,000 
2.030.000 
1 .860,000 
4.200.000 
480,000 
830.000 
780,000 
^80-000 

14.130,000 
-450.000 
$13,680,000 


Impact  on 
Ri  dershi  D 
-1.5% 
-2.5% 
-15.0% 
-4.0% 
-6.0% 
-5.0% 
-4.0% 
-1.0% 

-3.5% 
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Alternate  Fare 

Instrument 

Proposal  #2 

Current 

ProDosed 

Addi  ti  ona 1 
Revenue 

Impact  on 
Ri  dershi  p 

Adult  Cash 

$0.85 

$l/$.90  token 

$2,630,000 

-1.5% 

Adult  Transfer 

free 

0.25 

2.480.000 

-2.5% 

Adult  Cable  Car 

2.00 

3.00 

1 .860.000 

-15.0% 

Adult  Pass 

30.00 

35.00 

4.200.000 

-4.0% 

Youth  Cash 

0.25 

0.35 

480.000 

-6.0% 

Youth  Pass 

5.00 

8.00 

830.000 

-5.0% 

Discount  Cash 

0.15 

0.25 

780.000 

-4.0% 

Discount  Pass 

4.50 

6.00 

580.000 

-1.0% 

Total  Revenues 

BART  Payment /Token  Commissions 
Net  Revenues 

13.840.000 
-675.000 
$13,165,000 

-3.5% 

Alternate  Fare 

Proposal  #3 

Addi  ti  ona 1 

Impact  on 

Instrument 

Current 

Proposed 

Revenue 

Ri  dershi  D 

Adult  Cash 

$0.85 

$1.25/51  token 

$5,590,000 

-4.0% 

Adult  Transfer 

free 

0.25 

1.990.000 

-2.5% 

Adult  Cable  Car 

2.00 

3.00 

1 .860.000 

-15.0% 

Adult  Pass 

30.00 

35.00 

4.200.000 

-4.0% 

Youth  Cash 

0.25 

0.25 

$0 

0.0% 

Youth  Pass 

5.00 

6.00 

300.000 

-1.0% 

Discount  Cash 

0.15 

0.25 

780,000 

-4.0% 

Discount  Pass 

4.50 

6.00 

580.000 

-1.0% 

Total  Revenues 

15.300.000 

-3.5% 

BART  Payment/Token  Commission 

-900.000 

Net  Revenues 

$14,300,000 
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Alternate  Fare 

Instrument 

Proposal  y/4 

Current 

Proposed 

Addi  t i  onal 
Revenue 

Impact  on 
Ri  dership 

Adult  Cash 

$0.85  $1 

.25/$1.10  token 

$7 . 040 , 000 

-6.5% 

Adul t  Transfer 

free 

free 

0 

-0.0% 

Adul t  Cabl e  Car 

Z  .  00 

r\f\ 

3 . 00 

1 ,  860 , 000 

-15.0% 

Adult  Pass 

30 . 00 

If  r\r\ 

35 . 00 

4,200.  000 

A  AW 

-4.0% 

Youth  Cash 

0.25 

0.35 

480.000 

-6.0% 

Youth  Pass 

5.00 

8.00 

830.000 

-5.0% 

Discount  Cash 

0.15 

0.25 

780.000 

-4.0% 

Discount  Pass 

4.50 

6.00 

580.000 

-1.0% 

Total  Revenues 

BART  Payment/ To ken  Commi  ssi  on 
Net  Revenues 

15.770.000 
-1.100.000 
14,670,000 

-4.5% 

FARE  SCHEDULES  FOR  OTHER  MAJOR  TRANSIT  SYSTEMS 

As  shown  on  the  next  page,  the  average  adult  fare  among  the  other  major 
transit  systems  is  more  than  $1.00.  with  cash  fares  in  many  cities 
above  $1.10.    Adult  passes  average  $40.00  per  month,  although  they  are 
more  than  $50.00  in  several  cities.     In  addition,  senior/disabled  fares 
average  $0.44  per  ride. 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


FRANK  M  JORDAN 
Mayor 

THOMAS  J  ELZEY 
General  Manager 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY 


HETCH  HETCHY 
WATER  AND  POWER 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
WATER  DEPARTMENT 


May  21.  1992 

TO:       Gordon  Chin,  President 

Victor  Makras,  Vice  President 
James  Jefferson,  Commissioner 
Patricia  Carson,  Commissioner 
Micheal  Hardeman,  Commissioner 

FROM:  Thomas  J.  Elzey,  General  Manager 

SUBJECT:  Transfers 

Re  the  attached  - 1  concur  with  Johnny's  recommendation. 


jrt. 
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May  15,  1992 


TO:     Thomas  J.   Elzey,   General  Manager,  PUC 

FROM:     Johnny  B.   Stein,  General  Manager,  Municipal  Railway 


SUBJECT:      TRANSFER  RECOMMENDATION 


I  am  recommending  that  the  fare  structure  amend  transfer  rules  to  one 
use  of  a  transfer   for  a  one  hour  period  of  time.     Currently  two  uses 
of  a  transfer  for  a  period  of  1  1/2  hours  is  allowed. 

I  am  certain  that  an  increase  in  revenues  can  be  realized  by  amending 
transfer  rules  in  this  way,   although  it  is  difficult  to  quantify. 
PUC  Finance  estimates  realizing  $300,000.00  in  extra  revenue  from 
these  transfer  changes. 
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November  15,  1991 


The  Honorable  Jim  Gonzalez 
Board  of  Supervisors 
City  Hall,   Room  235 
San  Francisco,   Ck  94102 


Through: 


Thomas  J.  Elzey 
General  Manager,  PUC 


Dear  Supervisor  Gonzalez: 

I  am  writing  in  response  to  your  request  for  information  regarding  Muni's 
policies  on  transfers  and  our  efforts   to  discourage  the  illegal  sale  of  lost 
or  stolen  transfers.   I  have  attached  a  September  1990   report  on  the  subject 
that  was  presented  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  City  Services  Committee 
(Attachment  A).  That  report  was  the  product  of  an  interdepartmental  task  force 
convened  to  review  Muni's  policies;   the  task  force  included  staff  from  Muni, 
PUC  Finance,    the  police  department  (SFPD),    the  district  attorney's  office 
(SFDA),   the  Mayor's  office,   and  the  Budget  Analyst's  office. 

We  have  recently  reviewed  the   1990  report  and  the  recommendations  generated  by 
that  investigation,   and  have  taken  additional  steps  to  improve  our  control 
over  the  transfers.   I  am  confident  that  we  now  better  understand  the  magnitude 
of  the  revenue  loss  related  to  the  illegal  sale  of  transfers,   and  that  the 
loss  is  considerably  lower  than  previous  estimates.   I  am  also  confident  that 
we  are  doing  everything  possible  to  minimize   lost  or  stolen  transfers. 

Below  are  the  major  issues  and  recommendations  raised  by  the  September  1990 
task  force  report,   and  improvements  that  have  been  made  since  then. 

Should  Muni  Eliminate  Transfers? 

The  task  force  addressed  the  fundamental   issue  regarding  transfers:  should 
they  be  eliminated,   so  that  abuse  is  no   longer  an  issue?  While  the  members 
agreed  that  Muni  should  continue  to  encourage  use  of  Fast  Passes  to  obviate 
the  need  for  transfers,   they  did  not  suggest  that  Muni  do  away  with  transfers. 
Within  Muni,  we  have  reached  the  same  conclusion. 

Our  current  route  network,  which  was  restructured  in  the  late  1970*s  requires 
a  significant  amount  of  transferring.    In  many  cases  these  transfer  trips  are 
very  short  distances  between  crosstown/ feeder  and  radial  lines.  The  route 
changes  improved  crosstown  connections  and  resulted  in  a  ridership  increase  of 
nearly  20%  on  affected  lines.   If  transfers  were  eliminated,   the  passengers  who 
need  to  make  more  than  one  trip  to  get  to  the  final  destination  would  be 
charged  more;   since  those  are   the  very  people  who  could  argue  that  they  have 
poorer  service   (requiring  that  they  transfer),   they  could  justifiably  claim 
that,  they  are  being  made  to  suffer  twice.   As  a  result,   passengers  would  demand 
that  Muni  provide  more  direct  services  in  place  of  transfer  trips.  We  have 
decided  that  the  amount  of  fraud  related  to  transfers  does  not  merit  changing 
our  current  route  structure. 
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Extent   of  Losses 


The   task   force   reviewed  the  methodology  for  one  estimate  of   revenue   lost  from 
illegal   transfers,   which  pegged   the   loss   at  as  much  as   SI  million  annual ly . 
While  concluding   that  the   estimate  was   rough,    the   task  force  did  not  develop 
an  alternate   figure,    and   recommended   that  the   survey  undertaken  for  the 
Conges t ion  Management  Plan  include  questions  des igned  to  evaluate  transfer  use. 

In  the  meantime,   we  have  concluded  that  the  revenue  loss   is  more  accurately 
estimated  at  about  $65,280.   Our  figure  was  generated  by  tabulating  police 
reports  on  stolen  transfers  with  our  own  logs  of  lost  or  stolen  transfers 
reported  by  Muni  operators.   We  tabulated  each  transfer  that  was  confiscated  by 
the  SFPD  in  September  1991   and  then  reported  to  Central  Control  as  having  been 
lost  or  stolen.    In  turn,   we  concluded  that  the  loss  associated  with  all  of  the 
transfers  reported  as  missing  by  our  operators  in  September,   totalled  67 
incidents  x  400  ea.   ($0,85  x  25,800  reported  lost  transfers  x  12  months).  On 
an  annual  basis,    that  generates  a  loss  of  $273,360. 

This  estimate  of  losses,  which  is  substantially  lower  than  the  earlier  $1 
million  estimate,   is  supported  by  observations  made  by  Muni  managers.  Because 
Muni's  practices  make  it  relatively  easy  to  identify  the  driver  who  was  issued 
any  given  transfer   (see  more  below),   and  because  drivers  may  be  disciplined  if 
a  lost/stolen  transfer  is   found  and  was  not  reported  to  Central  Control,  most 
drivers  are  extremely  careful  to  report  any  missing  transfers  immediately. 

Muni  Transfer  Path 

Muni's  control  of  transfers  is  extremely  tight,   as  exhibited  in  Attachment  B, 
which  details   the  procedure  for  handling  transfers,   from  the  time  they  are 
delivered  from  the  Revenue  unit  until  they  are  returned  to  that  unit.  For 
example,   the  transfers  are  numbered  consecutively  in  a  book,  with  100 
transfers  per  book.  The  same  transfer  numbers  are  issued  to  a  given  run  each 
day,  making  it  extremely  easy  to  track  the  transfers  that  go  out  on  the 
initial  daily  runs. 

We  have  reexamined  the  entire  process,   and  added  measures  to  improve  one  of 
the  weak  points  in  the  system.  We  are  now  deploying  mid-day  stand-by  operators 
to  collect  transfers  coming  back  from  the  late  night  runs  and  early  A.M.  peak 
period  runs.  We  have  also  issued  a  new  notice  to  drivers.   Attachment  C, 
reminding  them  that  transfer  books  not  currently  in  use  are  always  to  be 
stored  in  the  locked  box  on  the  vehicle,   and  book  in  use  is  to  be  placed  in 
locked  box  as  well  whenever  the  driver  has  to  leave  the  vehicle.  To  ensure  a 
higher  degree  of  on-board  transfer  security,  MUNI  will  undertake  a  re-keying 
of  all  on-board  locked  trans f er  boxe s  and  r e i s s ue  to  al 1  appropriate  ope r a t i ng 
personnel  new  keys.   Each  operator's  identification  nujnber  will  be  stamped  on 
the  locked  box  key  and  issued  only  to  that  operator. 

Finally,  we  have  decreased  the  number  of  transfer  books  in  circulation  each 
day,   to  more  closely  approximate  the  number  of  transfers  that  are  requested  by 
riders,   and  reduce  the  risk  of  misplacing  them. 
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SFPD  Activity  to  Discourage   Illeoal   Sales   of  Transfers, 

The   SFPD   regularly  monitors   some  of   the  areas  where   lost  or   stolen  transfers 
are   sold,    including   the   area  around   16 th  and  Mission  Streets.   Xt  least  134 
people  have  been  arrested  or  cited  since  January  1991,   and  several  people  have 
been  arrested  mo  re   than  once.    The  police   reports   are  given  to  Muai  manager  s , 
uho  check  to  see  if  the  transfers  found  by  the  police  were  reported  missing  by 
the  Muni  operator.    If  not.  Muni  uses  the  serial  number  on  the  transfer  to 
locate  the  driver  who  was  given  the  transfer.  The  driver  is  then  interviewed, 
and  may  be  disciplined  when  warranted.   While  neither  the  police  nor  Muni 
expect  to  be  able  to  comple tely  eliminate  transfer  abuse ,    this  program  of 
enforcement  certainly  discourages  some  potential  fraud. 

Future  Plans 

As  indicated  above ,  Muni  does  not  recommend  el iminating  transfers.  We  do , 
however,   plan  to  continually  review  our  internal  system  of  checks  and  take 
additional  measures  whenever  possible  to  tighten  security  from  Muni's  side.  We 
will  also  continue  to  work  with  the  SFPD  and  S FD A  to  enlist  the iz  s uppo r t  iu 
decreasing  illegal   sales  of  transfers. 

I  VQuld  be  happy  to  discuss  any  further  questions  or  suggestions  that  you  may 
have . 


Sincerely, 
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Johnny  Stein,  General  Manager 
Municipal  Railway 

Att:  A,  B. 
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REPORT  OF  THE 
SUPERVISORS" 

INTERDEPARTMENTAL 
TASK  FORCE 
ON  MUNI  TRANSFER  SALES 


September  18,  1990 
By  Jerry  P.  Coleman, 
Assistant  District  Attorney 


For  the  Task  Force: 

Kathy  Gilbert,  Muni  jerry  Coleman,  SFDA 

Harold  Guetersloh,  PUC  Ll  Ed  Geeter.  SFPD 

Sue  Stropes,  Muni  Stanton  Jones.  Budget  Analyst 

Theresa  Serrata  &.  Larry  Florin,  Mayors  Office 


Pf^ESENTED  TO  THE  SUPERVISORS  CITY  SERVICES  COMMITTEE: 
Hoa  Angela  Alioto,  Chair;  Boa  Richard  Hongisto;  Hon.  Wendy  Nelde 


REPORT  OF  THE  SUPERVISORS'  MUNI  TRANSFER  SALES 
■  INTERDEPARTMENTAL   TASK  FORCE 

September  18,  1990 


Task  Force  Members : 

Kathy  Gilbert,   General  Superintendent,  Muni  Surface  Transport 

Jerry  P.  Coleman,  Assistant  DA  in  Charge  of  Misdem. Trial  Div. 

Stanton  Jones,   Supervisors'  Budget  Anaylst 

Harold  Guetersloh,   PUC  Finance 

Lt.   Ed  Geeter,   SFPD  Muni  Transit  Chief 

Theresa  Serrata  and  Larry  Florin,  Mayor's  Office 

Sue  Stropes,  Muni  Service  Planning 


Introduction : 

on  July  17,   1990,  the  Supervisors'  City  Services 
Committee  held  a  public  hearing  at  the  request  of  Supervisor 
Gonzalez  concerning  the  problems  caused  by  the  theft  and  sale 
of  Muni  transfers  on  certain  San  Francisco  street  corners. 
Of  primary  concern  was  the  reported  loss  total  of  $1  million 
in  Muni  revenues;  secondarily  was  the  concern  of  citizens 
living  or  working  in  the  affected  areas  of  street  sales  that 
they  be  free  from  this  recurrent  and  annoying  form  of  street 
crime.     Testimony  was  taken  from  Muni,   SFPD,   the  District 
Attorney's  Office,  as  well  as  concerned  citizens. 

The  Committee  voted  to  form  an  interdepartmental  task 
force  to  study  the  problem  and  ways  to  combat  it.  By 
resolution  amended  July  23,  1990  (no.  579-90),  the  Committee 
charged  this  task  force  to  prepare  a  report  to  the  Board 
"consisting  on  [sic]  the  advisability  and  feasibility  of 
eliminating  the  use  of  Muni  transfers  permanently  and 
reducing  Muni  fares  to  a  level  that  would  allow  only  per  trip 
fares."     The  Committee  also  directed  the  Budget  Analyst  to 
survey  other  large  city  transit  systems  to  determine  their 
transit  policies.     The  Committee  ordered  task  force  findings 
and  recommendations  by  September  18,  1990. 


Task  Force  Progress 

The  interdepartmental  task  force  met  three  times,  on 
August  20,  September  7,   and  September  14.     The  various 
aspects  of  the  problem  were  spiritedly  discussed  in  detail. 
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and   informal   working  groups  devised  to  tackle  parts  of  the 
problem  within  their   joint  expertise.      PUC   and  Muni 
concentrated  their  efforts  in  a  detailed  examination  of  the 
pathway  for  transfers  -  from  printer  all  the  way  to  PUC 
return  of  unused  books;  their  emphasis  in  this  examination 
was  any  point  along  the  path  wherein  controls  were  lax.  PUC 
also  reported  on  the  state  of  fare  box  technology,   in  light 
of  a  major  planned  Muni  purchase  of  new  fareboxes  (currently 
out  to  bid).     Muni,  with  SFDA  input,     began  to  develop  a 
campaign  of  public  education,   through  bus  signs,  warning  of 
the  crirainal  consequences  of  theft/sale  of  transfers.  PUC, 
SFPD  and  SFDA  cooperated  during  this  time  in  the  street 
purchase  of  numerous  transfers,   and  the  reporting  back  of 
those  transfer  numbers;   in  this  way,   it  was  hoped  that  the 
original  source  of  the  stolen  transfers  -  if  within  Muni 
personnel  -  could  be  traced.     Meanwhile,   the  Budget  Analyst 
formulated  its  survey  questions  and  conducted  its  preliminary 
survey  of  other  transit  systems,  reporting  its  initial 
results  back  to  the  task  force  for  fine  tuning  and  analysis. 


Task  Force  Findings : 

I.  Extent  of  Losses 

The  task  force  discovered  that  the  reported  extent  of 
loss  -  SI  million/year  -  was  based  on  police  extrapolations 
of  arrest  figures;  e.g.,  number  of  suspects  arrested  with 
stolen  transfer  books  in  a  short  time  frame  multiplied  by  the 
number  of  stolen  transfers  multiplied  by  $.85  per _ transfer . 
The  task  force  found  such  figures  to  be  rough  estimates  at 
best,  and  based  on  assumptions  of  criminal  activity 
continuing  at  the  same  pace  as  during  the  time  frame  studied. 
The  task  force  concluded  that  alternative  methods  of 
determining  the  loss  total  be  studied.     For  example,  PUC  is 
currently  able  to  determine  both  the  amount  of  transfers 
delivered  to  Muni  and  the  amount  returned  unused,   for  given 
time  periods;  the  subtraction  of  the  latter  figure  from  the 
former  would  yield  the  total  transfer  usage  (both  legal  and 
illegal).     A  ridership  survey  could  then  provide 
statistically  significant  data  on  legal  transfer  use,  leaving 
a  remainder  figiire  (illegal  use,  or 

lost/discarded/unaccounted  for  transfers)  as  a  better  value 
against  which  to  check  the  police  extrapolations.     The  task 
force  found  that  determining  a  more  accurate  loss  figure  is  a 
primary  need,   as  choosing  among  potential  solutions  to  the 
problem  (based  on  cost  and  other  considerations)  may  well 
hinge  on  the  true  extent  of  the  problem. 
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2.  Muni  Transfer  Path 

Muni  deternjined  two  main  and  one  minor  area  of  weakness 
along  the  transfer  path.     First  are  distributions  of 
transfers  later  than  the  initial  distribution  to  the  first 
operators  in  the  day;  unless  each  operator  is  required  to 
sign  for  transfers  received  (from  supervisors,   if  needed 
later  in  a  run  as  the  original  alotment  is  expended,  or  from 
the  previous  shift's  driver),   the  transfer  tracking  system 
begins  to  break  down  later  in  the  day.     In  other  words,   if  a 
stolen  transfer  is  purchased  early  in  the  day,   its  number  can 
be  traced  from  PUC  to  Muni  barn  to  initial  run  distribution, 
which  run  would  most  likely  be  the  source  of  the  loss;  but  if 
the  purchase  occurs  later  in  the  day,  the  tracing  stops  at 
the  initial  run  distribution,   and  any  potential  sources  of 
the  loss  later  in  the  day  are  impossible  to  track  without 
driver  signing  for  all  transfers.     The  task  force  found  that 
driver  signing  for  all  transfers  could  provide  better 
tracking,  and  could  be  made  Muni/PUC  policy,  but  could 
potentially  introduce  significant  time  and  paperwork  costs 

into  the  system.  -  .  .    ■  ^ 

The  second  main  area  of  potential  loss  identified  was 
certain  storage  containers  at  certain  barns,   intended  for 
unused  transfers  at  the  end  of  runs.     Although  some* 
containers  were  unsupervised  and  relatively  unsecure  (of 
temporary  materials),  Muni  policy  already  begun  in  mid-sumraer 
hastened  the  application  of  locked,   permanent  transfer 
receptacles  and  better  supervision.     See  Muni _ Bulletin  no. 
90-069   (14  July  1990)   and  included  5  page  policy  memo, 
attached  at  the  end  of  the  task  force  report. 

A  final  area  was  studied  for  loss  potential,  that  being 
loss  from  Muni  vehicles  during  operator  breaks  or  when  the 
operator  is  outside  the  vehicle  to  replace  the  overhead 
lines.     The  task  force  found  that  better  security  measures 
during  driver  absenses   (placing  all  transfers  in  the 
vehicle's  lock  box,  per  the  above-noted  Bulletin),  and  close 
coordination  between  Muni  and  SFPD  Muni  transit  detail  in  the 
reporting  and  investigation  of  losses,  could  significantly 
diminish  this  relatively  small  area  of  loss.  Alternatively 
in  this  area,    are  losses  due  to  lock  box  keys  m  the  wrong 
hands  (e.g.,  ex-Muni  drivers ) . 

3.  Fare  Box  Technology 

The  task  force  reviewed  PUC  recommendations  concerning 
its  current  bid  for  new  fare  boxes.      It  was  found  that 
technology  for  fare  boxes  to  electronically  print  transfers 
(without  need  for  driver  handling)   was  either  non-existent  or 
highly  impractical;  tests  of  such  technology  have 
consistently  failed,  due  to  jiggling  of  the  boxes  on  city 
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little  or  no  problems  with  transfer  theft/sales.  Those 
cities  with  the  least  expressed  problem,   or  expressing 
confidence  that  they  had  whatever  transfer  loss  problem  under 
control,   shared  one  common  characteristic:    a  large  transit 
police  force.     Even  a  city  with  admittedly  weak  control  over 
transfer  inventories   (Seattle)   expressed  no  problem  with 
misuse.     On  the  other  end  of  the  control  spectrum  was 
Chigaco,  with  very  tight  transfer  policies  (including 
numbered,   signed-for  transfers  and  a  form  of  punching 
utilized);   Chicago  likewise  expressed  little  or  no  problem 
with  abuse. 

What  appeared  most  surprising,   then,   to  the  task  force, 
was  that  San  Francisco,   with  its  relatively  strong  controls, 
was  nonetheless  experiencing  a  significant  problem  in  abuse. 
This  factor  prompted  task  force  members  to  renew  their  call 
for  a  ridership  survey  which  could  help  determine  truly  how 
significant  this  transfer  abuse  problem  really  is  here. 

The  task  force  also  found  that  some  other  cities  charged 
an  additional  small  fare  for  transfers.     A  suggestion  that 
such  practice  be  instituted  here  was  immediately  rejected  by 
strong  consensus,   it  being  felt  that  setting  a  price  for_ 
transfers  would  make  the  transfer  a  more  valuable  commodity 
and  thus  increase  illegal  sales. 

In  discussions  comparing  these  transit  systems,  our  own 
Muni  planning  member  of  the  task  force  made  clear  that  Muni's 
route  plan  has  been  modified  in  the  near  past  so  as  to  make 
transfers  more  necessary.     Discussion  developed  that 
abandoning"tr^nsfers,   even  if  fares  were  partly  reduced, 
would  engender  much  public  outcry  given  the  current  routing. 
More  flexible  fast  passes,  or  shorter  terra  passes,  however, 
do  appear  to  be  a  viable  alternative  to  transfer  use;  the 
task  force  thus  found  such  alternatives  to  be  worth 
exploring.     Again,  however,  the  task  force  felt  that  the 
relative  merit  to  be  given  to  all  such  alternatives  must 
await  a  proper  ridership  survey.     (It  should  be  noted  that 
plans  are  currently  being  urged  for  a  Muni  ridership  survey 
for  purposes  of  the  Congestion  Management  Plan,  as  mandated 
by  Prop.   111.     The  task  force  suggests  that  transfer  use 
questions  be  covered  in  this  already-contemplated  survey, 
such  that  little  -  if  any  -  additional  cost  need  be  incurred 
to  study  transfer  issues;  the  basic  cost  of  any  survey  is 
estimated  to  be  in  the  range  of  $200,000  and  take  up  to  one 
year  to  complete.) 
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Task  Force  Reconuaendations : 


a)  A  ridership  survey  must  be  conducted,   preferably  in 
the  context  of  the  Congestion  Management  Plan,   which  includes 
transfer  use  questions. 

b)  Based  on  such  a  survey  (as  in  recommendation  a) 
above),   a  statistically  proper  study  be  taken  of  transfer 
misuse,   so  that  the  accurate  and  complete  parameters  of  the 
problem  are  apparent. 

c)  In  the  interim.  Muni  should  continue  to  post  warning 
notices  about  transfer  misuse  so  as  to  educate  the  public; 
other  task  force  members   (such  as  the  District  Attorney's 
Office)  should  consult  with  Muni  regarding  wording  of  the 
notices  for  maximum,   legal  impact. 

d)  In  the  interim,   Muni  should  continue  to  focus  upon 
all-  aspects  of  the  transfer  path,   developing  and  enforcing 
policies  to  tighten  transfer  controls;  the  task  force 
recommends  adoption  of  a  policy  that  all  drivers  personally 
and  individually  sign  for  all  transfers  by  transfer' number , 
and  that  such  signed  sheets  be  returned  to  PUC  each  day  along 
with  unused  transfers  (if  within  bugetary  constraints). 
Additionally,  the  task  force  recommends  re-keying  all  system 
lock  boxes  immediately  to  thwart  use  of  old  keys  outstanding 
in  the  wrong  hands. 

e)  Also  in  the  interim,   the  Woods  Owl  service  should  be 
scrutinized  as  a  suspect  source  of  transfer  loss;  law 
enforcement  efforts  such  as  the  street  purchase  program  (with 
PUC  tracing)  should  be  continued,   and  any  newly-discovered 
loss  sources  should  be  investigated  in  a  Muni-SFPD 
cooperative  manner. 

f)  An  increase  in  SFPD  Muni  Transit  Police  Detail 
personnel  (through  new  hiring,  so  as  not  to  negatively  impact 
police  services  in  other  areas)  should  be  undertaken;  this 
action  would  allow  both  increased  undercover  investigative 
efforts  and  increased  uniformed  presence  as  a  deterrence. 

The  task  force  recommends  continued  prosecution  of  provable 
transfer  theft/sales,  and  urges  the  Supervisors  to  alert  San 
Francisco  criminal  court  judges  to  take  these  crimes 
seriously  at  time  of  sentencing. 
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g)    Increased  usage  of   fast  passes   and  development  of 
shorter  or  more  flexible  fast  passes  should  be  encouraged  as 
alternatives  to  transfers;   however,   the  task  force  does  not 
recommend  abandonment  of  the  transfer  system  or  modification 
of  the  fare  structure  at  this  time. 


Respectfully  submitted  for  the  task  force, 
Jerry  P.   Coleman,  Assistant  District  Attorney 
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Attachments  to  Task  Force  Report 

1.  SF  Muni  Bulletin  90-069  and  5  page  policy  menio  "Muni 

Transfer  Handling..."; 

2.  English  side  of  current  Muni  bus  card; 

3.  Budget  Analyst's  multi-city  transit  survey  grid. 
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POLICIES  &  PROCEDURES 
TO  PREVENT  ABUSE  OF  TRANSFERS 

The  proper  use  ond  security  of  MUNI  transfers  Is  of  the  utmost  Importance 
to  ensure  that  MUNI  obtains  oil  the  revenue  to  which  It  Is  entitled. 
Every  transfer  that  falls  Into  the  wrong  hands  costs  MUNI  money  and 
Jeopardizes  our  ability  to  maintain  adequate  service  levels. 


All  Transit  Operators  are  reminded  that  the  following  policies  a 
procedures  are  In  effect  and  MUST  be  adhered  to: 


1)  SELLING  OF  TRANSFERS  IS  PROHIBITED, 

2)  GIVING  AWAY  TRANSFERS  IS  PROHIBITED. 

3)  ONLY  ONE  TRANSFER  IS  TO  BE  ISSUED  FOR  EACH  FARE  PAID. 

^)  TIMES  CUT  ON  TRANSFERS  ARE  TO  BE  NOT  LESS  THAN  ONE  HOUR  S  THIRTY 
MINUTES  NOR  MORE  THAN  TWO  HOURS. 

5)  ALL  TRANSFERS  ARE  TO  BE  COLLECTED  FROM  PASSENGERS.    TRANSFERS  WITH 
STUBS  ATTACHED  ARE  TO  BE  RETURNED  TO  PASSENGERS  ON  REQUEST  AFTER 
YOU  HAVE  REMOVED  THE  STUB. 

6)  ALL^BOOKS  OF  TRANSFERS.  EXCEPT  THE  BOOK  ACTUALLY  IN  THE  TRANSFER 
CUTTER.  ARE  TO  BE  SECURED  IN  THE  LOCKED  BOX  ON  YOUR  VEHICLE. 

7)  IF  iOU  LEAVE  YOUR  VEHICLE  FOR  ANY  REASON.  TAKE  THE  BOOK  IN  THE  CUTTER 
WITH  YOU  OR  PUT  IT  INTO  THE  LOCKED  BOX. 

Your  cooperation  In  odherlng  to  these  policies  a  ppocedures  will  help 
ensure  that  MUNI  gets  all  the  revenue  to  which  It  Is  entitled. 

vu^  ^  ^^^^ 

(£)                                                        Johnny  B.  Stein 

14  July  1990                                            Acting  General  Hanoger 

In  Effect  Until  Further  Notice 

TRANSPORTATION 
TRANSFER  HANDLING,    DISTRIBimON.   RETRIEVAI.  PROCEDURES 


POLICY:     U   i3   Che  policy  of  Che  Municipal  Railway  Co  ensure  ChaC  Muni 
Transfer,  are  properly  distribuced  and  accounted  .^^/'^P^-^"^ 
Chis  policy  Che  following  procedures  have  been  designed  by  this 
d  ivis  ion . 

The  procedures  include  che  following  topics: 

I.  Receipt  of  Transfers 

II.  Scorage  of  Transfers 

III.  Preparation  of  Outfics 

IV.  DiscribuCion  of  Oucfics  Co  Operators 


V. 


VI. 


Procuremenc  of  Unused  Transfers/Division  S;aff 
Responsibilities 

Procurement  of  Unused  Transfers/Operator  Responsibilities 


PROCEDURES 


I. 


Receipt  of  Transfers  bv  Dispatcher  from  Senior  Fare  Collectors 

1.  Upon  receipt  of  che  transfers  from  Che  fare  collector,  the 
receiver  or  dispatcher  verifies  the  quantity  of  the 
cransfers  delivered  is  the  same  as  the  quantity  Usced  on 
che  niacerial  Cracking  form  and  che  quancicy  seated  in  Che 
sealed  case,  box  or  package.     If  the  seal  is  broken,  such 
fact  is  stated  in  the  Material  Tracking  Fonn. 

2.  If  the  quantity  is  different,  the  receiver  or  dispaccher 
infoons  the  fare  coUeccor  and  indicates  on  t^e  Material 
Tracking  Form  the  quantity  received.     If  the  receiver  upon 
opening  the  transfer  receptacle  finds  a  discrepancy 
between  the  staced  quantity  and  the  actual  contents,  a 
written  note  of  the  discrepancy  is  submitted  through  the 
Division  Manager  to  PUC  Finance  for  resolucion. 
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2. 


3  A  copy  of  the  Material  Tracking  Fonn  Is  furnished  to  the 

Division  Manager  for  information  and  control. 

II.       Storage  of  Transfers 

1  Interim:     Sunday  and  Monday  transfers  are  stored  in  sealed 

cartons  in  the  Division  Dispatcher's  Office  prior^to  being 
processed  into  outfits.     Processing  of  other  days 
transfers  begins  inmediately  after  receipt. 

Pennanent:     Sunday  and  Monday  transfers  are  stored  in  " 
locked  cabinets  prior  to  being  processed  into  outfits. 

Interim:     The  Division  Manager  assures  only  those  with  a 
need  to  prepare  and  distribute  outfits  are  allowed  to 
remove  transfers  from  the  office. 

Permanent:     Access  to  locked  cabinets  is  limited  to  those 
only  with  a  need  to  prepare  and  distribute  outfits  and  the 
Division  Manager. 

Spare  transfers  are  placed  in  a  box.     The  box  is  placed  in 
Che  ofice  or  cabinet  where  the  new  transfers  are  stored. 
The  box  has  on  it  the  color  and  code  of  transfers  in  it. 

Transfers  are  not  destroyed  or  discarded  by  anyone  except 
by  the  authorized  persons  in  the  PUC  transfer  room. 

5  At  the  end  of  the  day  the  box  of  unused  spare  transfers  is 

signed  and  sealed  (taped)  and  tnarked  with  the  name  of  the 
Division,  date  and  number  of  books  of  transfers  in  it  by 
ch.e  Dispatcher  before  it  is  given  to  the  Senior  Fare 
Collector. 

6.        Unused  transfers  belonging  co  a  different  or 

are  placed  in  a  separate  box  also  signed  an*  sealed  with 
Che  Division  name,  date,  number  of  books  and  reason  why 
they  are  returned  late. 


3. 


4. 
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III.     Preparation  of  Outfits 

1.  The  Division  Manager  maintains  a  liiC  of  Che  number  of 
transfers  to  be  provided  each  run  with  spares  to  be 
retained  for  unforeseen  events.     A  copy  of  this  list  is 
furnished  Che  Diviaioa  Manager  and  PUC  Fare  Collcctioa 
Manager.     No  changes  Co  that  list  are  Co  be  made  by  Che 
Receiver  or  DispaCchers,     Receivers  and  Dispatchers  record 
the  run  number  or  Supervisor's  shift  asaignioent  and  number 
of  books  requested  for  all  transfers  issued  from  Che 
allocation  of  spares, 

2.  Each  outfit  includes  the  full  amount  of  transfers 
stipulated  by  Che  procedures.     Careful  attention  muse  be 
given  to  ensure  operators  are  not  "shorted"  as  re-used 
transfer  pads  may  have  less  than  one  hundred  transfers. 

3.  Aiter  every  General  Sign-Up  and  any  Barn  5igri-Up  where 
runs  are  significantly  changed,   the  distribution  list  is 
updated  as   follows.     As  soon  aa  operators  have  become, 
accustomed  to  their  runs   Cl-3  weeks  after  the  sign-up  is 
in  effect),  Che  Receiver  and  Dispatcher  will  poll  all 
operators  for  Che  transfer  requirements  of  their  runs  as 
the  operators  pick  up  their  outfics.     The  Division  Manager 
Chen  reviews  this  poll  and  revises  the  lisc  to  provide  the 
number  of  books  indicated  by  the  poll. 

' IV.       Distribution  of  Outfits  to  Operators 

1.  The  Receiver,  or  in  his  absence  the  Dispatcher,  personally 
distributes  Che  outfics  to  the  individual'  operators.  In 
no  inscance  is  the  dispatching  window  unmonicored  as 
operators  pick  up  outfics.     Opcracors  must  pick  up  their 
own  out  f i 1 3  .  ^ 

2.  Any  discrepancy  or  problem  with  distribution  is  documented 
in  uricing  (i.e.,  operacor  indicates  his/her  outfit  is 
miss  ing) * 

3.  Access  to  Che  Dispatcher/Receiver  Office  is  limited  to 
authorized  scaff.     All  cransacciona  of  crftracors  and  other 
staff  with  Receiver  or  Dispatcher  are  conducced  chrough 
Che  Receiver's  Window. 


■y.  Procurement   of  Unused   Trana f e r a /Divia ion  Staff  Rea pona ib i I i t ie 8 

1.  Responsibility  for  removing  all   transfers   from  vehicles 
turning  io  is  as   follows.     Other  staff  stationed  at  the 
turn-in  point  uill  assist  upon  request  if  those  with 
responsibility  must  leave  their  posts  for  any  reason. 

Day  of  Week        Hours  Position  Responsible 

Ml  Days               5:30  PH-3:00  AM  Revenue  Collector 

Weekdays               8:00  A>f-9:30  AH  Division  Clerk 

All  Other  Times  Operator  deposits  in  locked  box. 

2.  Transfers  obtained  by  responsible  staff  are  placed  into 
the  locked  transfer  receptacle.     Until  such  boxes  are 
installed,   cardboard  boxes  are  not  left  unattended  at  any 
time  and  at  the  end  of  the  shift,,  the  staff  who  obtained 
the  unused  transfers  is  responsible  to  deliver  these  to 
the  Division  Dispatcher,  Receiver  or  Manager. 

3.  Under  no  circumstances  are  returned,  unused  transfers 
d  iscarded • 

f  ' 

^.         At   least  once  per  quarter,  vehicles  are  inspected  by  a 

Transit  Supervisor  aft  er  both  AM  and  PH  pull~ins  to  eosure 
compliance.     A  list  of  vehicles  found  to  have  unused 
transfers  is  reported  to  Che  Division  Manager  for 
conferencing  of  the  staff  concerned. 


VI-       Procurement  o  f  Unused  Trans  fers /Opera tor  Respons  ib i 1 i t i e  s 

1.  Operators  are  responsible  for  ensuring  transfers  are 
removed  from  vehicles  when  they  have  completed  their  route 
and  vehicle  is  parked  at  the  yard  or  elsewhere  per 
previous  bulletins  Q81-12  and  dated  10/1/85  and  notice 
dated  12/6/8A. 

2.  Operators  surrender  possession  of  all  unused  transfers  to 
the  Pointsman,  Revenue  Collector  or  Transportation 
Supervisor  when  so  requested.     If  no  request'^s  made,  the 
transfers  are  removed  from  the  vehicle  and  surrendered  to 
such  staff.     If  such  staff  is  not  available,  transfers  are 
placed  into  the  locked  transfer  receptacle  maintained  at 
Che  gate  of  the  parking  yard.     During  the  interim  until 
lock  boxes  are  installed,   if  staff  are  not  available 
transfers  must  be  returned  to  Che  Receiver,  Dispatcher  or 
Division  Manager. 
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3.         Under  no  circumstances  «re  transfers:  '  • 

a)  left  unattended  on  a  vehicle 

b)  discarded  in  a  trash  bin  or  any  other  location 

c)  taken  by  operator  from  Huni  (taken  home  and  then 
returned  next  day) 

APPROVALS:  : 
Transportation  Division  Manager: 
Signed:  •   Date: 


Equipment  Division  Manager: 

S  igned  :   Da  te  : 

Revenue  Department  Manager: 

Signed:   Date: 


KC/sc 
0^64f 


2B/90  -  C 

Remove  10/1 


CAUTION 

•  Your  transfer,  pass  or  ticket  is  yours  —  do 
not  attempt  to  sell  it  —  this  is  a  misdemeanor. 

.  Muni  issues  its  own  transfers,  passes  and 
tickets,  if  you  are  caught  counterfeiting  or 
selling  these,  you  may  spend  a  year  in  jail 
and  pay  a  $1,000  fine. 

•  Every  person  who  knowingly  possesses  a 
receipt  for  fare  with  intent  to  defraud  the  Muni 
is  also  subject  to  imprisonment  and  fine. 


San  Francisco 
Municipal  Railway 


M  I  W  IJ  T  E  S 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Frank  M.  Jordan 
Mayor 

SPECIAL  MFFTING 

Southeast  Community  Facility 
Community  Meeting  Room 

1800  Oakdale  Avenue 
San  Francisco,  CA 

May  28,  1992 

7:00  P.  M. 

COMMISSIONERS 

Gordon  Chin,  President 
Victor  G.  Makras,  Vice  President 
James  D.  Jefferson 
Patricia  A.  Carson 
Michael  E.  Hardeman 


DEPARTMENTS 


BUREAUS 


Hetch  Hetchy  Project 


Energy  Conservation 


Municipal  Railway 


Engineering  and  Construction 
Management 


Water  Department 


Financial  Management 


Information  Systems 


Management  Efficiency  and 
Productivity 


Personnel  and  Training 


Thomas  J.  Elzey 


GENERAL  MANAGER 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 


SECRETARY 


92-122 


Call  to  Order:  7:15  P.M. 


Present:     President  Gordon  Chin,  Vice  President  Victor  G.  Makras,  Commissioner 

James  D.  Jefferson,  Commissioner  Patricia  A.Carson,  Commissioner  Michael 
E.  Hardeman 

A  tape  of  the  meeting  is  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission. 


*************** 


RESOLUTION 
NO 

On  motion  of  Makras,  seconded  by  Jefferson,  the  following  resolution 
was  adopted: 

92-0163     MR     Approving  the  Clean  and  On-time  and  the  Passenger  Incentive 

programs  for  1992-93,  and  approving  a  revised  fare  schedule  for  the 
Municipal  Railway  to  be  forwarded  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  with  a 
recommendation  for  adoption. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 

Copies  of  the  above  resolution  are  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission. 


The  Public  Utilities  Commission  continued  the  pubUc  hearing  from  May  26,  1992  in 
accordance  with  Section  3.598  of  the  Charter  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to 
consider  modifications  to  the  Schedule  of  Rates  Fares  and  Charges  of  the  Municipal 
Railway.  The  following  persons  commented  at  the  pubUc  hearing: 

John  Denham  Gloria  La  Riva 

David  Paul  Grace  Sarah  Jay 

John  Rowson  Bruce  Buginski 

Bruce  Oka  Arlene  Wong 

David  Hirata  Constance  Kurupper 

Larry  Jackson  Andrew  Freeman 

Leatrice  Remo  Jerry  Grace 

David  Pilpel  Richard  Becker 

Deetje  Boler  Bobbie  Brown 

Hedy  Griffin  Larry  Martin 

3^  3^  3|C      Sfs  Sfc  3|c  3fc  Sfc  3^  3^ 


THEREUPON  THE  MEETING  WAS  ADJOURNED:   9:45  P.  M. 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 
Secretary 


92-123 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
City    and    County    of    San  Francisco 

32-0163 


Resolution  No. 


HHEREAS,  At  the  public  hearings  on  the  1992-93  budget  in  February  1992 
this  Commission  indicated  its  intent  to  increase  fares  of  the  Municipal  Railway; 
and 

HHEREAS,  The  Municipal  Railway  was  requested  by  the  Mayor  to  reduce 
the  required  level  of  general  fund  support  by  $30  million  for  1992-93  because  of 
the  projected  deficit  in  the  City's  overall  revenues;  and 

WHEREAS,  Public  hearings  were  held  by  this  Commission  on  May  26  and 
''.8,  1992.  to  consider  a  variety  of  fare  increase  proposals;  and 

HHEREAS,  The  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  provides  a  statutory 
exemption  under  Section  21080(b)(8)  for,  among  other  things,  the  modification  of 
lares  by  a  public  agency  when  certain  findings  are  made;  and 

HHEREAS,  This  Commission  finds  that  modification  of  the  Municipal 
Railway  fares  is  for  the  purposes  of  (1)  meeting  operating  expenses,  including 
employee  wage  rates  and  fringe  benefits,  (2)  purchasing  or  leasing  supplies, 
equipment  or  materials,  and  (3)  obtaining  funds  for  capital  project,  necessary 
to  maintain  service  within  existing  areas;  and 

HHEREAS,  After  careful  consideration  of  public  testimony  and  staff 
analyses  It  was  determined  that  selected  fare  increases  would  be  in  the  best 
interest  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  NOH,  THEREFORE,  BE  IT 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approve  the  following  Municipal  Railway 
programs  for  1992-93: 

1 .  Clean  and  On-Time 

Add    15    9139  Transit  Supervisors 
Add    38    9102  Car  Cleaners 

2.  Passenger  Incentive 

Token  rebate  to  passengers  who  experience  15-minute  delay  in  scheduled 
service  and  mail  request  card  to  PUC  (not  to  exceed  $100,000  for  the 
cost  of  the  program  in  1992-93).  and  BE  IT  FURTHER 
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PUBJLIC  U  T  i  L  ITIKS  COMMISSION 
City    and    County    of    San  Francisco 

92-0163 


Resolution  No. 


RESOLVED.  That  the  following  fare  schedule  be  approved  by  this 
Commission  and  forwarded  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  with  a  recommendation  for 
adoption: 

1 •  Fares  for  Regularly  Scheduled  Service 

-  Adult  Cash  $1 .00 

-  Adult  Token  0.90  (effective  January  1.  1993) 

-  Adult  Cable  Car  3.00 

-  Discount  Cash  (Seniors  &  Disabled)  0.25 

-  Discount  Cable  Car  1 .00 

-  Youth  Cash  0.25 

-  Youth  Cable  Car  1 .00 

-  Transfers  Free 

Z.  Passes 

-  Fast  Pass  (adult  monthly  through 

3rd  day  of  following  month)  $32.00 

-  Half-month  (adult  for  17-day 

period)  16.00 

-  Discount  (monthly  through  3rd 

day  of  following  month)  5.00 

-  Youth  (monthly  through  3rd  day 

of  following  month  5.00 

-  One-Day  Pass  or  Passport  6.00 

-  Three-Day  Passport  10.00 

-  Seven-Day  Passport  15.00 

3.  Additional  Cable  Car 

-  30-Ride  Booklet  $30.00 

-  Souvenir  Ticket  3.50 
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I  Hereby  Certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution 
was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  on 


Public  Utilities  Commission  /j  ■  ^  y 

MAY  2  8  lW2j  f^**^U  o/J^dy. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


MINUTES 
PUBLIC  UTrLITIES  COMMISSION 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


Frank  M.  Jordan 

Mayor 

REGULAR  MEETING 
Room  282,  City  HaU 
2:00  P.M. 
June  9,  1992 

COMMISSIONERS 

Gordon  Chin,  President 
Victor  G.  Makras,  Vice  President 
James  D.  Jefferson 
Patricia  A.  Carson 
Michael  E.  Hardeman 


DEPARTMENTS 


BUREAUS 


Hetch  Hetchy  Projects 


Energy  Conservation 


Municipal  Railway 


Engineering  and  Construction 
Management 


Water  Department 


Financial  Management 


Information  Systems 


Management  Efficiency  and 
Productivity 


Personnel  and  Training 


Thomas  J.  Elzey 


GENERAL  MANAGER 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 


SECRETARY 


92-124 


CaU  to  Order  2: 15  P.M. 


Present:      Vice  President  Victor  G.  Makras,  Commissioner  James  D.  Jefferson, 

Commissioner  Patricia  A.  Carson,  Commissioner  Michael  E.  Hardeman 

Excused:    President  Gordon  Chin 

Vice  President  Victor  Makras  presided. 

On  motion  of  Commissioner  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Carson,  the  Minutes 
of  the  Regular  Meeting  of  May  26  and  Special  Meeting  of  May  28,  1992  were  approved. 

A  tape  of  the  meeting  is  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission. 


RESOLUTION 
NO. 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0164     MR    Requesting  the  Controller  to  draw  warrants  in  payment  of  claims 

against  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway,  totalling  $101,500.00. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0165     MR    Approving  collection  of  charges  for  damages  for  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Railway  from  miscellaneous  debtors  in  the  amount  of 
$4,536.91  and  write-off  compromise  reductions  in  the  amount  of 
$311.28;  and  San  Francisco  Water  Department  from  miscellaneous 
debtors  in  the  amount  of  $669.36;  and  Bureau  of  Light,  Heat  &  Power 
from  miscellaneous  debtors  in  the  amount  of  $38.83  for  the  month  of 
April  1992. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted; 

92-0166     WD    Approving  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared  and  recommended  by 
staff  and  authorizing  Bid  Call  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2129,  12-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  histallation  in 
Johnstone  Drive,  Medical  Center  Road  and  Clarendon  Avenue. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 
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On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0167     MR     Permiting  Gildersleeve  Electric  to  perfomi  work  in  the  place  of  and 
instead  of  Reid  Electric  Inc.,  in  the  proposed  subcontract  amount  of 
$15,512.58  under  Municipal  Railway  Contract  Number  MR-999  Cunis 
E.  Green  Light  Rail  Facihty  -  Main  Maintenance  Building, 
Modification  to  LRV  Lifts. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0168     WD    Accepting  the  work  performed  under  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2065,  12-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in 
Lombard,  Powell,  Union  and  Stockton  streets  from  Jones  and  Green 
streets,  as  satisfactorily  completed  ;and  approving  debit  Contract 
Modification  No.l  in  the  amount  of  $32,064.50;  authorizing  an 
extension  of  time  for  unavoidable  delay  of  5  working  days;  and 
authorizing  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $4 1,3 11. 80  to  the 
Contractor,  P  &  J  Utility  Company. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  wcis  adopted: 

92-0169     MR    Requesting  the  Board  of  Supervisors*  approval  to  extend  the  time  for 
award  of  Muni  Contract  No.  MR-898,  14  Mission  Line  TroUey 
Overhead  Reconstruction  (Phase  A  -  Persia  Avenue  to  Daly  City  Loop). 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Carson,  the  following  resolution 
was  adopted: 

92-0170     WD    Consenting  to  the  Assignment  of  Lease  from  CaUfomia  Federal  Bank, 
FSB,  (beneficiary  of  Carruf  Corporation,  N.  V.,  Lessee),  as  Assignor,  to 
Don  Pearlman  Joint  Venture  Eleven,  Assignee,  for  the  remainder  temi 
of  said  Lease,  subject,  to  the  requirements  that  the  Assignee  assume  all 
the  covenants,  conditions,  duties  and  obligations  contained  in  said 
Lease. 

VOTE;  Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Makras,  seconded  by  Jefferson,  the  following  resolution 
was  adopted: 

-0171     MR     Approving  the  award  of  Contract  MR-1034R  to  Alcatel  Canada,  Inc. 

upon  the  terms  and  conditions  negotiated  by  the  parties  in  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $52.7  million;  and  requesting  that  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  approve  Contract  MR-1034R  pursuant  to  Section  3  502  of 
the  Charter. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 
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On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Carson,  the  foUowine  resolution 
was  adopted: 

92-0172     MR     Authorizing  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  to  enter  into  a 
contract  with  Morrison  Knudsen  Coiporation  for  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  $8,047,450.  for  the  restoration  of  14  PCC  streetcars. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0173     MR     Authorizing  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  to  modify  the 

contract  with  PGH  Wong  Engineering  by  extending  the  term  of  the 
contract  to  June  30,  1994  and  increasing  the  contract  amount  by 
$215,304  to  a  total  of  $371,598  for  Phase  H  work  on  the  PCC  Streetcar 
Restoration  Project. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Carson,  the  foUowing  resolution 
was  adopted: 

92-0174     MR    Authorizing  the  Municipal  Railway  to  modify  the  existing  contract  with 
Booz,  Allen  and  Hamilton,  Inc.  to  support  the  completion  of  the 
procurement  program  for  (60)  Articulated  TroUey  Coaches  and  to 
mcrease  the  contract  amount  by  $373,000  to  a  total  not  to  exceed 
$1,120,129,  and  to  extend  the  term  of  the  contract  to  June  30,  1993. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson.  Carson,  Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0175     MR     Authorizing  the  circulation  of  a  Request  for  Proposals  for  professional 
services  to  undertake  a  Bayshore  Corridor  System  Planning  Study. 

VOTE;  Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Jefferson,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0176     HH     Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  to  enter  into  the 
seventh  amendment  to  the  agreement  with  Grueneich,  Ellison  and 
Schneider  increasing  the  amount  that  may  be  paid  under  the  contract  by 
$852,000,  for  a  total  amount  not  to  exceed  $2,162,500  for  legal  services. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Carson,  the  following  resolution 
was  adopted: 

92-0177     UEB  Authorizing  the  Manager  of  the  Utihties  Engineering  Bureau  to  solicit 
Requests  For  Proposals  from  engineering  consulting  firms  to  provide 
professional  services  to  perform  the  "Needs  Assessment  and  Functional 
Study  for  the  Water  Quality  Division  Laboratory. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 
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On  motion  of  Makras,  seconded  by  Jefferson,  the  following  resolution 

was  adopted: 

92-0178     UEB  Commending  Mr.  Tom  Mullaney  on  the  occasion  of  his  retirement  and 
extending  best  wishes  to  him  and  his  family  for  good  health  and 
happiness  for  many  years  to  come. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Carson,  the  following  resolution 
was  adopted: 

92-0179     UEB  Authorizing  the  Manager,  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau,  to  negotiate 
and  execute  an  agreement  with  EIP  Associates  to  provide 
environmental  consultant  services  not  to  exceed  $350,000.00  for  a  term 
of  two  years. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0180     FM     Authorizing  the  Assistant  General  Manager,  Finance,  Public  Utilities 
Commission,  to  apply  for,  accept,  and  expend  $1,704,000  from 
1991-92  State  Traffic  Systems  Management  funds  or  Petroleum 
Violation  Escrow  Account  funds  for  the  Municipal  Railway,  to  support 
energy  efficient  transportation  improvements,  including  signal  system 
pre-emption  installations. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson.  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0181     FM     Authorizing  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance,  Public  Utilities 
Commission  to  apply  for  and  accept  up  to  $3. 1  million  of  Bridge  Toll 
funds  for  SFMRIC  lease  payments  and  $51.5  million  of  regional  funds, 
such  as,  Transportation  Development  Act  (TDA),  State  Transit 
Assistance  (STA),  AB  1 107  half-cent  sales  tax  revenues,  BART 
Transfer  funds,  and  federal  assistance  through  the  Section  8  and  9 
programs  for  1992-93  Municipal  Railway  operations,  and  to  expend  the 
$64,000  in  planning  funds  from  the  Section  8  program. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Carson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following  resolution 
Wcis  adopted: 

92-01 82  FM  Authorizing  the  Public  UtiUties  Commission  General  Manager  to 
execute  a  permit  to  use  property  at  Pier  30  -  32  at  the  Port  of  San 
Francisco  for  the  Municipal  Railway  Annual  Bus  Roadeo. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 
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On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted; 


92-0183     FM     Approving  approximately  $12.4  million  additional  in  the  one-time 

contribution  to  the  City's  general  fund  of  Transit  Impact  Development 
Fee  funds. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


Appointments 

President  Makras  appointed  himself  and  Commissioner  Jefferson  as  a  task  force  to 
monitor  and  review  the  issue  of  filtration  of  Hetch  Hetchy  water. 

President  Makras  appointed  Commissioners  Jefferson  and  Hardeman  to  monitor  the 
Bayshore  Corridor  Study. 


Requests  From  the  Commission 
Leases 

Commissioner  Makras  requested  that  the  Water  Department  review  its  lease  procedures 
and  develop  a  mechanism  for  implementing  month  to  month  leases  in  cases  where  the 
annual  revenue  is  not  significant,  and  also  that  the  department  record  a  memorandum  of 
the  lease  on  the  property  to  avoid  future  problems  concerning  ownership. 

Commissioner  Makras  requested  that  the  Water  Department  report  to  the  Commission 
regardmg  water  usage  by  lessees,  specifically,  whether  or  not  the  water  is  metered  and 
paid  for  by  the  lessee  and  whether  usage  is  monitored  by  the  rationing  program. 

On-time  and  Graffiti  Programs 

Commissioner  Makras  requested  a  report  at  the  next  Commission  meeting  regarding  the 
Mumcipal  Railway's  current  on-time  and  graffiti  programs  to  use  as  a  basehne  for 
comparing  the  effectiveness  of  the  new  programs. 

Performance  Profile 

Commissioner  Makras  requested  that  the  Municipal  RaHway  provide  details  concemmg 
the  increase  in  complaints  and  what  the  department  is  doing  to  address  this  issue. 

Liquidated  Damages 

Commissioner  Makras  requested  a  copy  of  staff's  calculations  regarding  the  liquidated 
damages  on  Contract  No.  MR-1034  with  Alcatel  Canada,  Inc. 

Professional  Services  Contracts 

Commissioner  Jefferson  requested  a  summary  of  the  contracts  the  department  currently 
has  with  the  firm  of  Booz,  Allen  and  Hamilton  and  the  contracts  they  have  had  over  the 
last  5  years. 


*  *  4<  *  *  *  *  *  3|c 


THERE  UPON  THE  MEETING  WAS  ADJOURNED:  4:20  P.M. 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 
Secretary 

92-129 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  Na  


RESOLVED,  That  on  recommendation  of  the  General  Manager 
of  Public  Utilities,  the  PUC  Finance  Director  and  the  City 
Attorney,  this  Commission  hereby  requests  the  Controller  to  allot 
funds  and  to  draw  warrants  against  such  funds  as  are  or  will  be 
available  in  payment  of  claims  against  the  San  Francisco  Municipal 
Railway  as  shown  below. 


LAIMANT  & 
OURT  NO. 


ACCIDENT  NO.  & 

SPECIFIED  SPECIALS  TYPE 

PRAYER 


ACCIDENT 

DATE  PI/PD  SETTLEMENT 


on-Litigated: 

lone 

litigated: 

lathan  Chiu  &  89-B-0598-1 
lobert  K.  Vogt  *ACO 
>923-131 


•ranees 
Silverman 


89-T-1266-3 
Unspecified 


Judgment : 
^one 

rOTAL  SETTLEMENT  (2) 
fcACO=According  Court  Order 


13,107.10        10-3        10-31-89      PD  $16,500.00 


119 ,734 . 90  6-3 


05-2  7-9  0      PI      $85, 000. 00 


$101, 500 . 00 


ENDEX 


632091 


SUB  OBJECT 
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/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


at  its  meeting  of . 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commi/sion 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


32-0165 


RESOLVED,   That   this   Commission   on   the   recommendation   of  the 
General   Manager   of   Public   Utilities,    Department   Managers  and 
the   City   Attorney,    hereby   approves   collection   of   charges  for 
damages   f or : 


SAN  FRANCISCO  MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY  from  miscellaneous   debtors  in 
the  amount   of   $4,536.91   and   write-off   compromise   reductions  for 
comparative   negligence   in   the   amount   of   $311.28  for   this   month  of 
April   1992;    and   from  miscellaneous   debtors   in   the   amount  of 
$822.00  and   write-off   compromise   reductions   for  comparative 
negligence   in   th-e  amount   of   $1,600.72   for   the   fiscal   years  of 
1986-1987  and  1987-1988. 


SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT  from  miscellaneous  debtors  in 
the  amount   of   $669.36   for   this   month   of   April  1992. 

BUREAU  OF  LIGHT.  HEAT  &  POWER  from  miscellaneous  debtors  in  the 
amount   of   $38.83   for   this   month   of   April  1992. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of        ^  JUNF       "  9 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILiriES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FfiANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  9^  Ql6b 


RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby  note  that  the 
project  which  is  the  subject  of  this  resolution  has  been  determined  by  the  Department  of 
City  Planning  to  be  categorically  exempt  as  a  Class  1  (b)  project  under  the  State  Guidelines 
implementing  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  Bid  Call  as  follows: 

San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.WD-21 29,  1 2-Inch  Ductile  Iron 
Main  Installation  in  Johnstone  Drive,  Medical  Center  Road  and  Clarendon  Avenue. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoinBre&plution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

,  JUNE  -9'^'^^ 

at  Its  meeting  of  


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Comm/ssio 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTY  AND  COUNTT  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  9^  0167 

WHEREAS,   The  work  specified  under  Municipal  Railway  Contract  Number  MR-999 
Curtis  E.  Green  Light  Rail  Facility  -  Main  Maintenance  Building, 
Modification  to  LRV  Lifts  was  awarded  on  May  14,   1991  under  Resolution 
Number  91-0176  to  Power  Engineering  Contractors,    Inc.,    1275  North  San 
Antonio  Road,   Palo  Alto,   CA  94303   in  the  amount  of  $562,300.00;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  February  13,   1992,  Power  Engineering  Contractors,  Inc., 
requested  a  retroactive  substitution  of  Gildersleeve  Electric  for  Reid 
Electric  for  work  to  be  performed  under  their  subcontract;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  proposed  electrical  subcontractor,  Reid  Electric  consented  to 
be  substituted  out  of  the  project  work;  and 

WHEREAS,   Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Section  4107(b)   of  the  Public 
Contracts  Code  of  the  State  of  California,   this  Commission  as  the  awarding 
Authority,  may  consent  to  the  substitution  of  subcontractors  on  a  public 
works  project  and  may  allow  a  subcontract  to  be  performed  by  someone  other 
than  the  original  subcontractor  listed  on  the  original  bid;   now  therefore 
be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  permits  Gildersleeve  Electric  to 
perform  work  in  the  place  of  and  instead  of  Reid  Electric  Inc.,  in  the 
proposed  subcontract  amount  of  $15,512.58. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  , 


'JUNE  .91992 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTIL* TIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTir  OF  SAN  FI4ANCI5CO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


92-0168 


RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  accepts  the  work  performed  under  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2065,  12-inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  Lombard,  Powell 
Union  and  Stockton  streets  from  Jones  and  Green  streets,  as  satisfactorily  completed;  approves  debit 
Contract  Modification  No.l  in  the  amount  of  $32,064.50;  authorizes  an  extension  of  time  for 
unavoidable  delay  of  5  working  days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $41,311.80  to 
the  Contractor,  P  &  J  Utility  Company. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of   ^  TOWr         0  1009 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUI^  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


VraBflS,  Oi  February  11 ,  1992,  the  Pub  I  i  c  Ut  i  I  i  t  ies  Cammi  ss  ion  authorized 
bid  cal  I  for  Contract  No.  IVR-898,  UMission  Line  Trol  ley  CX/erhead  Reconst  ruct  ion 
(Phase  A  -  Persia  Avenue  to  Daly  City  Loop) 

vrat/iS,  Oi  Apri  I  21,  1992,  the  Publ  ic  Uti  I  ities  COnmnission  received  bids 
for  the  subject  contract. 

Wet/iS,  To  resolve  protests  received  and/or  to  irrpleiient  Disadvantage 
Business  Enterprise  (DBE)  Goals,  the  Publ  ic  Ut  i  I  i  t  ies  Commission  wi  I  I  be  unable 
to  aAerd  the  contract  to  the  loAest  responsive  bidder  within  60  days  folla/ving 
receipt  of  bids;  and 

Wet/iS,  Steps  are  currently  being  taken  to  aAerd  the  contract  to  the 
loAest  responsive  bidder;  and 

WetAS,  Section  6.1  of  the  A^ninistrat  ive  Code  requires  that  a^ard  of  a 
contract  be  made  not  later  than  60  days  after  receipt  of  bids  unless  the  t  irrc  for 
letting  such  contract  be  extended  by  resolution  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  upon 
recornmendat  ion  of  the  Ctepartnnent  Head,  Board  or  Ccmmission  responsible  for  such 
a^ard;  no/v,  therefore,  be  it 

RE30L\^,  That  this  Corwiission  hereby  request  the  Board  of  Supervisors' 
approval  to  extend  the  time  for  aAard  of  Mjni  Contract  No.  MR-898,  UMission 
Line  Trol  ley  CK/erhead  Fteconst ruct  ion  (Phase  A  -  Persia  Avenue  to  Daly  Ci  ty  Loop) . 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


at  its  meeting  of 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Comm^sion 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

Cmr  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.    iJ^*^%^'  X  "Q 

WHEREAS,   Pursuant  to  Public  Utilities  Resolution  No, 
82-0497  adopted  November  9,   1982,  Carruf  Corporation,  N.V., 
Lessee,   leased  from  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  for 
ten  (10)  years,   a  portion  of  Water  Department's  lands  located 
in  Santa  Clara  County,  California,   for  purposes  of  parking, 
landscaping,   ingress  and  egress;  and, 

WHEREAS,  Lessee  went  bankrupt  and  California  Federal 
Bank,  FSB,  beneficiary  of  Carruf  Corporation,   foreclosed  on  the 
property  and  assumed  responsibility  and  obligation  for  the  Lease 
Carruf  Corporation  has  with  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
on  August  14,   1989.     California  Federal  Bank,   FSB,   has  sold 
Carruf  Corporation  to  Don  Pearlman  Joint  Venture  Eleven;  and, 

WHEREAS,   California  Federal  Bank,   FSB,    (beneficiary  of 
Carruf  Corporation,   N.V. ,   Lessee)  desires  to  assign  the  remainder 
period  of  said  Lease  to  Don  Pearlman  Joint  Venture  Eleven,  who 
has  agreed  to  accept  the  Assignment  upon  written  consent  of 
Commission  in  accordance  with  Section  17  of  said  Lease;  now 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  consents  to  the  Assign- 
ment of  said  Lease  from  California  Federal  Bank,   FSB,  (benefi- 
ciary of  Carruf  Corporation,   N.V.,   Lessee),   as  Assignor,  to 
Don  Pearlman  Joint  Venture  Eleven,   Assignee,    for  the  remainder 
term  of  said  Lease,   subject,   but  not   limited,   to  the  require- 
ments that  the  Assignee  assume  all  the  covenants,  conditions, 
duties  and  obligations  contained  in  Lease  and  that  it  comply 
with  the  Surety  Bond  and  insurance  requirements  set  forth  in 
said  Lease;   and  be  it 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMIVII^i>ic»M 

CTTY  AND  COUNrr  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  9j}'^(^-17*Q 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  in  consenting  to 
this  Assignment,  has  required  that  California  Federal  Bank,  FSB, 
(beneficiary  of  Carruf  Corporation,  N.V.,  Lessee),   the  Assignor, 
shall  remain  liable  under  the  terms  of  said  Lease  for  and  during 
the  entire  term  thereof. 


/  hereby  certify  th(^t^he  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  ODWC         $  799? 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLfC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  . 


WHEREAS,  On  February  24,    1992,   the  Municipal  Railway 
("Muni")   received  two  bids  for  Contract  No.   MR-1034R  (procurement 
and  installation  of  an  Advanced  Train  Control  System  ("ATCS")); 
and 


WHEREAS,  Muni's  Technical  Pre-Qualif ication  Committee 
reviewed  the  submittals  and  found  only  one  bidder  (Alcatel 
Canada,   Inc.)  fully  compliant  with  Muni's  established  19  Minimum 
Requirements  for  qualification  and  thus  eligible  to  have  its 
price  bid  opened;  and 

WHEREAS,   Pursuant  to  Resolution  No.   92-0097,   adopted  March 
24,   1992,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  extended  the  time  for 
award  of  Contract  MR-1034R  so  that  a  price  analysis  of  the  bid 
could  be  performed  for  Federal  Transportation  Administration 
("FTA")  purposes,  to  seek  additional  funding  sources,   and  to 
negotiate  with  the  single  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Resolution  No.   331-92,   adopted  April 
20,   1992,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approved  the  extension  of  time 
for  award  of  Contract  MR-1034R  to  July  7,    1992;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  has  requested  that  the  FTA  approve 
the  award  of  Contract  MR~1034R  to  Alcatel  Canada,    Inc.   on  the 
basis  of  a  noncompetitive  negotiated  procurement,  which  approval 
is  pending;  and 

WHEREAS,  Municipal  Railway  staff  and  consultants  have 
successfully  negotiated  with  Alcatel  Canada,   Inc.   to  achieve  a 
lower  price  and  better  terms  and  conditions  without  compromising 
any  of  the  19  Minimum  Requirements  or  overall  project  objectives; 
and 


WHEREAS,  Expeditious  approval  of  this  contract  is  necessary 
to  coordinate  the  ATCS  project  with  the  procurement  of  Light  Rail 
Vehicles  (LRV2)  pursuant  to  MR  Contract  No.   309  as  well  as  the 
Muni  Metro  Turnaround  Project;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  hereby  approves  the  award  of 
Contract  MR-1034R  to  Alcatel  Canada,   Inc.   upon  the  terms  and 
conditions  negotiated  by  the  parties  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$52.7  million,  subject  to  obtaining  approval  from  the  FTA  of  the 
request  to  award  on  the  basis  of  a  non-competitive  negotiated 
procurement;   and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  hereby  requests  that  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  approve  Contract  MR-1034R  pursuant  to 
Section  3.502  of  the  Charter  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  and  urges  the  Board  to  finally  act  upon  this  matter  by 
July  7,   1992;   and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  in  the  event  the  Contract  is  unable  to  be 
finally  awarded  by  July  7,   1992,  the  Commission  hereby  approves  a 
further  60-day  extension  of  time  to  award  the  Contract  and 
requests  that  the  Board  also  approve  said  extension  of  time  if 
necessary . 

/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  9  1992 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfrV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,  The  Municipal  Railway  intends  to  operate  restored  Presidential  Conference 
Committee  (PCC)  type  streetcars  to  carry  passengers  for  service  along  Market  Street  and  provide 
future  service  along  a  proposed  Embarcadero  Line  (F-Line);  and 

WHEREAS,  PUC  Resolution  No.  89-0396  authorized  a  contract  for  professional  engineering 
services  to  develop  specifications  and  contract  documents;  evaluate  bids;  and  make 
recommendation  for  the  award  of  the  PCC  Streetcar  Restoration  Project;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Purchaser  issued  specifications  in  September  1991  and  received  bids  for 
Contract  Proposal  No.  435  on  December  20.  1991;  and 

WHEREAS,  One  bid  was  received  from  Morrison  Knudsen  Corporation  of  Hornell,  New  York 
in  the  amount  of  $8,047,450;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  F.T.A.  requirements  and  contract  requirements  for  a  single  bidder  award 
have  been  followed  and  the  award  to  Morrison  Knudsen  Corporation  is  approved  by  PUC  Finance, 
the  City  Attorney,  and  the  Puchaser;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funding  is  available  from  F.T.A.  Grants  No.  CA-03-0333, 
CA-90-X372,  and  CA-90-X422  and  is  approved  by  PUC  Finance;  now  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Railway  to  enter  into  a  contract  with  Morrison  Knudsen  Corporation  for  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  $8,047,450,  for  the  restoration  of  14  PCC  Streetcars  as  defined  by  the  specifications  that 
accompany  the  contractual  agreement. 


pcveaO 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


at  its  meeting  of  ^ 


■etary.  Public  Utilities  CommiSion 


Secretary, 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  9?**'C?^.7^ 


WHEREAS,  The  Municipal  Railway  is  currently  contracted  with  PGH  Wong  Engineering  for 
Phase  I  engineering  services  to  support  the  FCC  Streetcar  Restoration  Project;  and 

WHEREAS,  Phase  II  work  was  considered  in  selecting  the  consultant  with  the  Phase  II  work 
to  be  authorized  under  a  contract  modification  after  the  restoration  contractor  was  known;  and 

WHEREAS,  Bids  were  received  for  the  PCC  Streetcar  Restoration  Project  on  December  20, 
1991  and  it  is  now  known  that  Morrison  Knudsen  Corporation  will  be  the  restoration  contractor;  and 

WHEREAS,  Phase  II  consulting  engineering  services  will  commence  with  the  award  of  the 
restoration  contract  to  Morrison  Knudsen  Corporation  and  will  consist  of  inspection  and  quality 
control,  witnessing  of  tests;  streetcar  acceptance  testing;  contract  management  for  budget  and 
schedule  control;  field  support;  and  warranty  and  reliability  testing;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  in  FT.A.  Grants  No.  CA-03-0333,  CA-90-X372,  and  CA-90- 
X422,  and  is  approved  by  PUC  Finance;  now  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  San  Francisco  Municipal 
Railway  to  modify  the  contract  with  PGH  Wong  Engineering  by  extending  the  term  of  the  contract  to 
June  30,  1994  and  increasing  the  contract  amount  by  $215,304  to  a  total  of  $371,598  for  Phase  II 
work  on  the  PCC  Streetcar  Restoration  Project. 


pc:re9l  1 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  Us  meeUn,  >  .  ^Ulff  !>  1992 


Secretary, 


Btary,  Public  Utilities  Commismon 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CFTV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  PUC  Resolution  No.  85-0288  authorized  the  Municipal  Railway  to  enter  into  a 
contract  with  Booz,  Allen  and  Hamilton,  Inc.  to  provide  consulting  engineering  services  to  assist  in 
developing  Articulated  Trolley  Coach  Specifications  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $290,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  PUC  Resolution  Nos.  86-0244  and  87-0246  extended  the  term  of  the  contract  to 
June  30,  1990;  and 

WHEREAS,  PUC  Resolution  No.  89-0011  authorized  the  Municipal  Railway  to  modify  the 
contract  by  $481,000  and  extend  the  term  to  June  30,  1992  to  provide  for  monitoring  the  design 
and  manufacturing  process,  and  provide  inspection  services  for  the  Articulated  Trolley  Coach 
Procurement;  and 

WHEREAS,  PUC  Resolution  Nos.  90-0268  and  91-0379  authorized  the  purchase  of  a  total 
of  (60)  Articulated  Trolley  Coaches;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  order  to  adequately  support  the  completion  of  the  procurement  program  for 
the  (60)  Articulated  Trolley  Coaches,  an  increase  in  scope  and  contract  amount  and  an  extension  in 
term  of  the  contract  with  Booz,  Allen  and  Hamilton  is  required;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funding  is  available  in  FTA  Grant  No.  CA-03-0324  and  is  within  the  PUC 
Finance  approved  budget;  now  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  authorizes  the  Municipal  Railway  to 
modify  the  existing  contract  with  Booz,  Allen  and  Hamilton,  Inc.  to  increase  the  scope  of  work  to 
adequately  support  the  completion  of  the  procurement  program  for  (60)  Articulated  Trolley 
Coaches,  and  to  increase  the  contract  amount  by  $373,000  to  a  total  not  to  exceed  $1 , 1 20, 1 29,  and 
to  extend  the  term  of  the  contract  to  June  30,  1993. 


pc:rMl3 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of   .  8  |^92  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNjy  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


92-0175 

RESOLUTION  Na  


WHEREAS^    In  November   1989,    San  Francisco  voters  approved  Proposition  B 
which  authorized  a  sales  tax  to  fund  projects  as  described  in  a  Transportation 
Expenditure  Plan;  and 

WHEREAS,  Planning  funds  in  the  amount  of  $10,000,000  were  set  aside  to 
study  the  potential  for  fixed  guideway  improvements  in  four  transportation 
corridors,  with  up  to  $190,000,000  authorized  for  such  improvements;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Bayshore  Corridor  was  identified  as  one  of  two  first  priority 
corridor  studies;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  County  Transportation  Authority  has  allocated 
$400,000  to  fund  a  Bayshore  Corridor  System  Planning  Study;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  study  would  analyze  the  cost-effectiveness  and  ridership 
potential  of  MUNI-operated  local  service  alternatives  on  three  alignments  in 
the  Bayshore  Corridor;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  has  prepared  a  Request  for 
Proposals  (RFP)   seeking  assistance  from  professional  consulting  firms  to 
conduct  the  system  planning  study;  now,   therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  circulation  of  a 
Request  for  Proposals  for  professional  services  to  undertake  a  Bayshore 
Corridor  System  Planning  Study. 


9703P 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  JUNE  1982    

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILiTIEii  COIVl MISSION 

cfTv  ANDCOurirrv  of  san  francisco 

92-0i;'6 

RESOLUTION  Na  


WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  Public  Utilities  Commission  Resolution 
No.  90-03  00 ,  the  Commission  entered  into  an  agreement  for  the 
employment  of  the  law  firm  of  Grueneich,  Ellison  and  Schneider 
("Counsel")  to  provide  legal  services  to  the  Commission  in 
conjunction  with  the  City  Attorney's  Office  for  the  purpose  of 
identifying  additional  sources  of  water,  negotiating  agreements 
for  the  purchase  of  additional  water  supplies,  working  with 
state,  federal  and  local  agencies  regarding  the  acquisition  of 
additional  water  supplies,  and  advising  the  Conunission  on  legal 
issues  pertaining  to  water  supplies; 

WHEREAS,  It  was  known  that  this  would  be  a  multi-year 
contract  and  additional  funding  would  be  required,  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  and  City  Attorney ' s  Office  desires 
to  continue  to  retain  Counsel  to  the  full  extent  of  the 
anticipated  future  need  of  its  legal  services;  and 

WHEREAS,  Adversarial  proceedings  have  started  at  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  and  the  State  Bay  Delta  Water 
Hearings  are  scheduled  to  restart  in  the  summer  of  1992;  and 

WHEREAS ,  this  firm  and  the  other  consultants  it  provides 
technical  direction  to  are  an  integral  part  of  this  effort;  and 

WHEREAS  Funds  will  be  available  in  the  Hetch  Hetchy  FY  92/93 
operating  budget,  Object  100,  Professional  Services;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  does  hereby  agree  to  enter 
into  the  Seventh  Amendment  to  Agreement  with  Counsel,  thereby 
increasing  the  amount  that  may  be  paid  under  the  contract  by 
$852,000,  for  a  total  amount  not  to  exceed  $2,162,500  for  legal 
services  as  described  above;   and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the 
General  Manager  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  execute  the 
Seventh  Amendment  to  this  Agreement. 


H007175 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

JUNE      a  isa. 


at  its  meeting  of. 


Secretary,  Public  UtmtiesComnussion 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  The  UEB  wishes  to  hire  an  engineering  consultant 
firm  to  assess  the  level  of  upgrade  needed  by  the  Water  Quality 
Division's  planned  laboratory  to  monitor  the  current  and  forecasted 
future  water  qual ity  standards,  to  develop  1  ist  of  laboratory 
equipment,  identify  staff  resources  &  skills  and  a  Facility  plan  to 
ensure  the  S.F.  Water  Department  can  monitor  the  water  quality  in 
conformance  to  applicable  standards;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  services  of  a  consulting  engineering  firm  are 
required  to  perform  the  work  due  to  the  unavailability  of  UEB  staff 
and  the  lack  of  expertise  within  UEB  to  evaluate  current  standards, 
forecast  future  regulatory  standards,  evaluate  and  select 
laboratory  equipment  and;  now,  therefor  be  it 

RESOLVED;  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  Manager 
of  UEB  to  solicit  Request  For  Proposals  from  engineering  consulting 
firms  to  provide  professional  services  to  perform  the  "Needs 
Assessment  and  Functional  Study"  for  the  Water  Quality  Division 
Laboratory. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  UUWE  ^     


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISl^lON 

cm  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


\A/HEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  wishes  to  express  its 
appreciation  to  Mr.  Tom  Mullaney  on  the  occasion  of  his  retirement  for 
his  thirty-eight  (38)  years  of  service  to  this  Commission  and  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  Mr.  Mullaney  is  to  be  commended  for  his  dedication  to 
the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  as  an  engineer  and  manager  on  such 
capital  improvement  projects  as  the  Transit  Improvement  Program  and 
J-Llne  Connection  for  Muni,  Millbrae  Pumping  Station  for  the  Water 
Department  and  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Dam  Monitoring  Program;  and 

WHEREAS,  Mr.  Mullaney's  leadership  and  vision  as  the  Manager  of 
Civil  Engineering  and  Project  Manager  for  Muni  has  left  a  strong  legacy 
of  high  performance  and  focus  on  quality;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  people  of  San  Francisco,  his  native  city,  have 
benefitted  from  Mr.  Mullaney's  thorough  knowledge  of  engineering 
principles,  sound  design  practices,  and  attention  to  detail  that  resulted 
in  model  transit  facilities;  and 

WHEREAS,  Mr.  Tom  Mullaney's  contributions  to  Muni  facilities  can 
be  enjoyed  by  every  passenger  on  the  Metro,  the  Cable  Cars,  and  the 
buses  who  look  to  Muni  to  provide  safe,  efficient  service;  and 

WHEREAS,  Mr.  Mullaney's  patient  and  expert  tutelage  of  civil 
engineers  has  developed  their  talents  and  abilities  to  improve  the 
services  of  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  to  client  departments;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  members  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
acknowledge  their  debt  to  Mr.  Tom  Mullaney  for  his  many 
accomplishments  and  exemplary  service  to  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  submits  its  commendation  and 
thanks  to  Mr.  Tom  Mullaney  and  extends  its  best  wishes  to  him  and  his 
family  for  good  health  and  happiness  for  many  years  to  come. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolutior^u^^^opted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  JUNE  ^  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

Cmr  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  Na  


WHEREAS,  This  Commission  by  Resolution  No.  91-0413  authorized  the  Manager, 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau,  to  advertise  for  proposals  for  environmental  consultant  services 
from  interested  firms,  and  to  select  and  recommend  a  consulting  firm  to  perform  services  for 
a  period  of  tv^fenty-four  months  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  $250,000.00;  and 


WHEREAS,  Re-evaluating  the  public's  and  regulatory  agencies'  increasing  sensitivity 
to  environmental  issues,  an  additional  $100,000.00  is  hereby  requested  making  the  total  cost 
not  to  exceed  $350,000.00;  and 


WHEREAS.  In  response  to  the  advertisement,  four  firms  submitted  proposals;  and 


WHEREAS,  After  thorough  evaluation  of  all  proposals  and  oral  interviews  with  three 
firms,  the  Selection  Committee  recommended  EIP  Associates  as  being  most  qualified  to 
provide  the  required  environmental  consultant  services;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  Manager,  Utilities  Engineering 
Bureau,  to  negotiate  and  execute  an  agreement  with  EIP  Associates  to  provide  environmental 
consultant  services  not  to  exceed  $350,000.00  for  a  term  of  two  years. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  JUfilE  9-1992  ^  /   


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  Nft  


HHEREAS.  The  Governor  and  the  Legislature  make  State  of  California 
Traffic  Systems  Management  funds  available  to  support  traffic  improvement 
projects  for  transit  and  road  systems  through  the  voter  approved 
Kopp-Katz-Baker  Transportation  Blueprint  for  the  Twenty-First  Century 
(Proposition  111);  and 

HHEREAS.  Federal  Petroleum  Violation  Escrow  Account  funding  may  also  be 
available  to  support  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  signal  system 
pre-emption  project, to  provide  for  energy  efficient  transportation 
improvements,  and, 

HHEREAS,  The  proposed  application  includes  the  following  project: 

1.    Purchase  and  installation  funds  for  the  Muni  Transit  Signal  Preemption 
Equipment. 

WHEREAS,  This  project  ranked  highly  in  the  Municipal  Railway  Capital 
Improvement  Program  and  the  Regional  and  State  priority  ranking  for  Traffic 
Systems  Management  projects;  and 

HHEREAS,  The  project  addresses  serious  transportation  problems  in  San 
Francisco's  transit  system  and  Is  ready  for  funding  in  this  fiscal  year;  and 

HHEREAS,  No  local  match  funds  are  required  for  State  Traffic  Systems 
Management  capital  funds;    now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager.  Finance.  Public  Utilities 
Commission,  is  hereby  authorized  to  apply  for.  accept,  and  expend  $1,704,000 
from  1991-92  State  Traffic  Systems  Management  funds  or  Petroleum  Violation 
Escow  Account  funds  for  the  Municipal  Railway,  to  support  energy  efficient 
transportation  improvements,  including  signal  system  pre-emption 
i  nstal lations ;  and  be  i  t 

FURTHER  RESOLVED.  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance,  Public 
Utilities  Commission,  is  authorized  to  furnish  whatever  additional  information 
might  be  requested  by  the  state  in  connection  with  this  request;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED.  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager.  Finance,  is 
authorized  to  execute  a  fund  transfer  agreement  with  the  State  of  California 
Department  of  Transportation  to  accept  these  funds. 


HG; 1ms /0990m 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  JUNE  ^  IbbZ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  C<mimission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
requests  $3.1  million  of  Bridge  Toll  funds  for  SFMRIC  lease  payments,  and 
$51.5  million  of  regional  funds  to  finance  the  1992-93  operations  and  capital 
improvements  of  the  Municipal  Railway;  and 

WHEREAS,  Except  for  the  $64,000  of  the  planning  grant,  these  reimbursements 
are  included  In  the  1992-93  Muni  operating  budget  revenues;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
proposes  to  claim  TDA  Article  3  monies,  TDA  Article  4  monies.  TDA  Article  4.5 
monies,  STA  monies,  and  AB  1107  half-cent  sales  tax  revenues  for  FY  1992-93; 
and 

WHEREAS.  The  actual  distribution  of  1992-93  transit  operating  assistance  to 
Alameda  Contra  Costa  Transit  (AC  Transit),  Bay  Area  Rapid  Transit  (BART) 
District,  and  the  Municipal  Railway  1s  subject  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
ABB42  Transit  Finance  Policy  Committee;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  is  an  eligible  claimant  for 
BART  half-cent  sales  tax  revenues  and  Transportation  Development  Act  funds 
pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  California  Public  Utilities  Commission  Code 
Sections  29142.4  and  99260  et.  seq.,  respectively;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  has  met  the 
Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission  (MTC)  requirements  for  fund 
eligibility,  Including  participation  in  the  Transit  Operating  Coordinating 
Council  (TOCO  and  the  maintenance  of  fare  levels  sufficient  to  comply  with 
requirements  of  AB  1107  In  the  year  for  which  sales  tax  funds  are  requested; 
and 

WHEREAS,  As  part  of  the  allocation  of  AB  1107  funds  for  the  1992-93  fiscal 
year,  the  Bay  Area  Rapid  Transit  (BART)  District  committed  to  reimburse  the 
Municipal  Railway  the  calculated  value  of  "feeder"  trips  made  on  Muni  to  and 
from  BART;     now,  THEREFORE,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance,  Public  Utilities 
Commission,  is  authorized  to  apply  for  and  accept  up  to  $3.1  million  of  Bridge 
Toll  funds  for  SFMRIC  lease  payments  and  $51.5  million  of  regional  funds  such 
as  Transportation  Development  Act  (TDA),  State  Transit  Assistance  (STA),  AB 
1107  half-cent  sales  tax  revenues.  BART  Transfer  funds,  and  federal  assistance 
through  the  Sections  8  and  9  programs  for  1992-93  Municipal  Railway 
operations,  and  to  expend  the  $64,000  in  planning  funds  from  the  Section  8 
program;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance.  Public  Utilities 
Commission  is  authorized  to  furnish  whatever  additional  Information  might  be 
requested  by  the  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission  or  BART  In  connection 
with  this  request. 
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/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

at  its  meeting  of    >  iim  9199? 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUrrON  No.  


WHEREAS,   The  Port  of  San  Francisco  will  make  Pier  30  -  32 
available  for  use  by  the  Municipal  Railway  in  connection  with 
its  annual  bus  roadeo;  and 

WHEREAS,  A  use  permit  is  required  for  this  purpose, 
particularly  as  it  relates  to  liability  coverage;  and 

WHEREAS,   Staff  members  at  both  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  and  Port  have  agreed  to  specific  modifications  in 
the  standard  use-permit  form,  now  THEREFORE,  be  it 

RESOLVED,   That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  General 
Manager  is  hereby  authorized  to  execute  a  permit  to  use 
property  at  Pier  30  -  32  at  the  Port  of  San  Francisco  for  the 
Municipal  Railway  Annual  Bus  Roadeo. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  

3UHE  91992 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


r  U  BI^IC  UTILITIES  COMIVii^SiOiN 
City    and    County    of    San  Francisco 

Resolution  No.    


WHEREAS.  The  Public  UtlMllr^es  Commission  did  approve  the  PUC's 
(992-93  buaqet  m  February  1992,  conltHning  administrative  efficiencies, 
proposed  fare  Increases  and  other  reductions  to  accomplish  a  107,  lower 
level  of  qeneicii  fund  support  than  in  the  current  year;  and 

WHEREAS,  Tlie  Mayor's  Office  requested  a  further  reduction, 
totarHncj  $30  million  for  1992-93;  and 

HMEPfEAS.  The  Municipal  Railway  and  PUC  Bureaus  did  effectuate 
additiona'  administrative  efficiencies  toward  the  $30  million  deficit 
reduction  target;  end 

MHFREAS,  This  Commission  did  approve  on  May  28,  1992,  a  new 
fare  schedule  for  the  Municipal  Railway  along  with  new  programs  to  ensure 
that  The  Railway's  rolling  stock  is  kept  free  of  graffiti,  that  revenue 
service  is  provided  in  accordance  with  the  published  schedule  and  that 
some  incentivp  's  provided  for  passengers;  and 

WHEREAS,  Additional  funds  are  necessary  to  support  these  new 
programs  and  meet  the  $30  million  deficit  reduction  target  without 
reducing    service  to  the  public;  and 

WHtRKAS.  This  Commission  is  desirous  of  utilizing  Transit 
Iippact  Development  Fee  funds  to  underwrite  certain  costs  of  the  Municipal 
Railway  to  sustain  current  operating  service  and  maintenance  levels;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  analyses  by  PUC  staff  and  concurrence  by  the  City 
Attorney  support  the  availability  of  additional  Transit  Impact 
Development  Fee  funds  and  the  appropriateness  of  using  the  funds  in  the 
proposed  manner  because  it  is  not  inconsistent  with  the  enabling 
legislation,    NOW,  THEREFORE,  be  ir 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  approximately 
$12.4  million  as  a  one-time  contribution  to  the  City's  general  fund  of 
Transit  Impact  Development  Fee  funds;  and  be  it  FURTHER 

RESOLVED.  That  this  Commission  recommends  to  the  Mayor  and  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  that  this  $12.4  million  contribution  be  used  to 
cover  a  portion  of  Muni's  $30  million  deficit  reduction  target  in  1992-93. 


I  Hereby  Certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution 
was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  on 

.   JUME  »t992  

Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Co^imission 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


FRANK  M  JORDAN 
Mayor 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY 


THOMAS  J.  ELZEY 
General  Mar>ager 


HETCH  HETCHY 
WATER  AND  POWER 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
WATER  DEPARTMENT 


June  12,  1992 


NOTICE  OF  EXECUTIVE  SESSION 


The  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  will 
meet  in  executive  session  on  Wednesday  June  17,  1992,  at  8:30  a.m.,  in  Room  287,  City 
Hall,  San  Francisco,  California,  on  an  attorney-client  matter  regarding  Calavaras  Pipeline 
Reference  No.  P0072/89,  in  accordance  with  Government  Code  Section  54956.9(b)  and 
Charter  Section  3.500(f)(2). 


287  CITY  HALL  •  SAN  FRANCISCO.  CALIFORNIA  94102  •  (415)  554-7316  •  FAX  (415)  554-7470 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 
Secretary 


cc:     Members,  PUC 


Thomas  J.  Elzey 
George  Krueger 
Library  (2) 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

Cny  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

92-0184 

RESOLUTION  Na  


WHEREAS,  the  Alameda  County  District  Attorney,   acting  on 
behalf  of  the  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game,  has 
threatened  to  sue  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  for 
violation  of  portions  of  the  California  Fish  and  Game  Code  by  the 
City's  contractor,  Stacy  and  Witbeck,  during  its  performance  on 
the  Calaveras  Pipeline  Replacement  project;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  City  Attorney  has  recommended  to  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  that  this  matter  be  settled;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  City  Attorney  has  advised  the  Commission  that 
the  City  may  withhold  sums  expended  in  penalties  paid  to 
government  agencies  from  monies  due  Stacy  and  Witbeck  under  the 
Calaveras  Pipel ine  Replacement  contract ;  and 

WHEREAS,   funds  are  available  in  the  project  budget  for  use 
as  settlement  proceeds ;  now,   therefore ,  be  it 

RESOLVED,   that  the  Commission  authorizes  the  City  Attorney 
to  sign  the  attached  stipulation  for  entry  of  judgment  and 
accompanying  memorandum  of  understanding  obligating  total  payment 
of  $61,100  to  the  Alameda  County  District  Attorney,   and  requiring 
the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  to  submit  an  environmental 
training  plan  to  the  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  for  comment  by 
November  1,   1992;   and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  that  all  monies  paid  to  the  California 
Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board  and  the  California 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game  arising  out  of  the  contractor's 
performance  on  the  Calaveras  Pipeline  Replacement  project  be 
withheld  from  payments  due  to  the  contractor,   and  that  staff 
withhold  the  maximum  retention  allowed  under  the  contract  until 
responsibility  for  payment  of  governmental  penalties  is  resolved 
with  the  contractor;   and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,   that  the  management  and  staffs  of  the  San 
Francisco  Water  Department  and  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
take  appropriate  action  to  avoid  future  violations  of 
environmental  laws  by  City  contractors. 


0728P 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

m  .1  7  1992 


at  its  meeting  of  _ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Conmiss 
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rOHN  J.  MEEHAN 

District  Attorney 

Clounty  of  Aiameda 

jILBERT  A.  JENSEN 

lenior  Deputy  District  Attorney 

Consumer  &  Environmental  Protection  Division 

'677  Oakpon  Street,  Suite  400 

)akland,  CA  94621 

415)  569-9281 


SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY  OF  ALAMEDA 

:^HE  PEOPLE  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA. 

Plaintiff,  )  No. 


2iiy  and  County  of  San  Francisco, 
a  municipal  corporation 

Defendants. 


STIPULATION  FOR  ENTRY 
OF  FINAL  JUDGMENT 


Plaintiff,  THE  PEOPLE  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA,  appearing  through 
its  attorneys,  JOHN  J.  MEEHAN.  District  Attorney  of  the  County  of  Alameda,  by  GILBERT 
A.  JENSEN,  Senior  Deputy  District  Attorney,  acting  pursuant  to  the  statutory  law  of  the  Stale 
of  California  and  acting  on  behalf  of  the  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game,  and 
Defendants  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  a  Municipal  Corporation  appearing  through 
its  attorneys  Louise  H.  Renne,  City  Attorney,  George  E.  Krueger,  Utilities  General  Counsel  and 
Joshua  D.  Milstein,  Deputy  City  Attorney,  without  the  taking  of  proof,  and  witliout  a  trial  or 
adjudication  of  any  facts  or  law  herein,  hereby  stipulate  in  compromise  and  settlement  of  this 
action  that: 

1 .  Final  Judgment  shall  be  entered  on  Plaintiffs  complaint  in  accord  with  the 
terms  herein  and  Plaintiff  hereby  waives  and  releases  any  further  claims  arising  out  of,  reladng 
to,  acts,  omissions,  transactions,  or  matters  relating  thereto,  concerning  Defendant's  Alameda 
Creek  pipeline  construction  project. 
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2.  The  signing  of  this  agreement  does  not  constitute  an  admission  either  of 
iability  or  any  issue  of  fact  or  law  or  that  any  claim  or  action  is  with  or  without  merit, 
udgment  is  entered  herein  without  the  presentation  of  evidence  and  without  trial  or  adjudication 
if  any  of  the  issues  of  fact  or  law  herein. 

3.  Defendant  has  been  served  with  copies  of  the  complaint  herein  and 
cknowledges  tliat  the  Superior  Court,  County  of  Alameda,  has  personal  jurisdiction  over  the 
)efendant. 

4.  The  Superior  Court  of  the  State  of  California,  County  of  Alameda,  has 
urisdiction  of  the  subject  matter  hereto. 

5.  Judgment  may  be  entered  by  the  Court  in  this  action,  pursuant  to  this 
itipulation,  on  request  of  any  party  without  notice  to  the  other  parties. 

6.  The  Superior  Court  of  the  State  of  California,  County  of  Alameda,  may 
;nter  a  Final  Judgment  in  the  above  captioned  matter,  providing  as  follows: 

a.  Within  three  business  days  of  signing  of  this  Stipulation,  Defendants  shall 
deliver  to  the  Office  of  the  District  Attorney  the  sum  of  Forty  Thousand 
Dollars  ($40,000)  by  check  made  payable  to,  the  Office  of  the  Alameda 
County  District  Attorney  as  costs  in  lieu  of  penalties  and  damages  and 
pursuant  to  Section  12016  of  the  California  Fish  and  Game 
Code. 

b.  Defendant  shall  pay,  within  three  business  days  of  signing  of  this 
Stipulation  herein,  oversight  and  investigative  costs  in  the  amount  of 
Twenty-One  Thousand  One  Hundred  Dollars  ($21,100)  by  a  check  in  the 
sum  of  Twenty  Thousand  Dollars  ($20,000)  made  payable  to  the  Alameda 
County  Hazardous  Materials  Training  and  Resource  Trust  Fund  for  the 
exclusive  use  and  support  of  the  enforcement  activities  of  the  California 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game  within  Alameda  County,  and  a  Check  in 
the  sum  of  One  Thousand  One  Hundred  Dollars  ($1,100)  made  payable 
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/^County  Evidentiary  Graphics  Department. 

c.  Pursuant  to  United  States  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  ("ACE")  dredge  and 
fill  permit  no.  19190E75,  defendants  have  submitted  a  Draft  Mitigation 
and  Monitoring  Plan  for  Calaveras  and  Alameda  Creeks  and  Adjacent 
Wetlands  (the  "Habitat  Protection  Plan")  and  a  Draft  Mitigation  and 
Monitoring  Plan  for  the  Restoration  of  Maguire  Springs  (the  "Maguire 
Springs  Plan")  to  ACE.  The  draft  Habitat  Protection  Plan  and  the  draft 
Maguire  Springs  Plan  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Department  of  Fish  and 
Game  for  review  and  approval  in  order  to  insure  compliance  with 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game  permit  Number  247-91.  The  Department 
of  Fish  and  Game's  approval  of  the  final  Habitat  Protection  and  Maguire 
Springs  Plans  shall  not  be  unreasonably  withheld.  Final  Habitat 
Protection  and  Maguire  Springs  Plans  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game  by  July  30,  1992.  Jurisdiction  shall  be 
retained  by  the  Court  for  the  sole  purpose  of  enabling  either  party  to  this 
Stipulation  to  apply  to  the  Court  for  such  further  orders  and  directions  as 
may  be  necessary  and  appropriate  to  establish  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
said  plans,  as  called  for  by  this  clause  6c. 

d.  Upon  the  execution  of  this  stipulation,  but  in  no  event  later  than  June  18, 
1992,  and  upon  the  payment  of  the  sums  herein,  Defendants  shall  present 
to  the  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  a  full  and  complete  application  for 
the  amendment  of  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  Permit 
Number  247-91  said  application  shall  include  all  actions  by  defendants 
which  are  necessary  for  the  completion  of  the  project  for  the  replacement 
of  the  existing  raw  water  pipeline  which  connects  Calaveras  Reservoir  and 
the  Sunol  Water  Treatment  Plant  in  Alameda  County. 

e.  Within  24  hours  of  the  delivery  of  a  full  and  complete  application  for  the 
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Within  24  hours  of  the  delivery  of  a  full  and  complete  application  for  the 
amendment  of  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  Permit  Number 
247-91  The  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  shall  issue  an 
amended  permit  for  tlie  completion  of  the  project  described  herein. 


JOHN  J.  MEEHAN 
District  Attorney 


nsen 

ty  District  Attorney 


Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 


Attorneys  for  Defendant 


4. 


MEMORANDUM    OF  UMDERSTAMDXMG 


I.  This  agreement  is  entered  into  between  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco ,  a  municipal  corporation ,  the  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  and  the  People  of  the  State  of  California ,  by  and 
through  the  Office  of  the  Alameda  County  District  Attorney. 

II.  This  agreement  is  given  in  mutual  consideration  for  the 
signing  of  a  Stipulated  Judgment  in  connection  with  the  San 
Francisco  Water  Department's  replacement  of  an  existing  raw  water 
pipeline  which  connects  Calaveras  Reservoir  and  Sunol  Water 
Treatment  Plant  in  Alameda  County  pursuant  to  California  Department 
of  Fish  and  Game  Permit  Number  2  47-91  filed  and  issued  by  the 
Superior  Court  of  the  County  of  Alameda. 

III .  on  or  before  November  1,  1992 ,  the  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  will  present  to  the  California  Department  of  Fish  and 
Game  for  review  and  comment,  through  the  Office  of  the  District 
Attorney  of  Alameda  County,  a  plan  for  the  training  of  all  field, 
supervisory,  and  management  personnel  of  the  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  in  the  environmental  laws  of  the  State  of  California  and 
of  the  United  States  ("the  Training  Plan").  Comments  submitted  by 
the  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  for  inclusion  in  the  Training  Plan 
shall  be  considered  by  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  in  good 
faith  and  included  in  the  training  plan  if  deemed  reasonable  by  the 
City.  The  Training  Plan  shall  provide  for  the  environmental  law 
training  of  all  field,  supervisory  and  management  personnel  within 
one  year  from  November  1,  1992. 


Dated :  '^^^^^  \^  ^ 


JOHN  J.  MEEHAN 
District  Attorney 


By:. 


Gilbert  A/.  Jensen 
Senior  Deputy  District  Attorney 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 


Attorneys  for  Defendant 


San  Francisco  Water  Department 
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MEMORANDUM 


DATE:       June  18,  1992 

TO:  Thomas  J.  Elzey 

General  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

FROM:       John  P.  Mullane 

General  Manager  \^ 

RE:  Monthly  Report  of  May  Activities 


OPERATIONS 

Storage.    The  month-end  status  of  local  storage  reservoirs  is  shown  on  the 
accompanying  Figure  1.    The  storage  levels  in  the  Peninsula  Division 
reservoirs  at  the  end  of  May  amounted  to  25.6  million  gallons  or  86%  of 
capacity.    For  the  Suburban  system  as  a  whole,  storage  amounted  to  51.8 
million  gallons  and  67X  of  capacity  compared  to  36.7  million  gallons  or  47%  of 
capacity  at  the  same  time  last  year. 

Production.    Water  supplied  by  Hetch  Hetchy  and  the  production  of  local  water 
treatment  plants  are  shown  on  the  accompanying  Figure  2. 

Consumption.    Gross  water  deliveries  to  San  Francisco  customers  and  the 
suburban  area  are  displayed  on  the  accompanying  Figure  3. 


DEPARTMENT  ACTIVITIES 

Environmental  &  Regulatory  Compliance 

After  a  sustained  recruitment  effort,  SFWD  has  been  successful  in  hiring  an 
Environmental  &  Regulatory  Compliance  Officer  who  will  commence  work  in  the 
first  week  of  July.    He  brings  with  him  a  strong  regulatory  background  based 
on  his  current  work  experience  with  the  Bay  Conservation  &  Development 
Corporation  (BCDC).    This  position  will  be  responsible  for  the  preparation  of 
permits  for  the  various  regulatory  bodies  related  to  ongoing  operations  and 
maintenance  work  and/or  construction  work  primarily  in  SFWD's  watershed 
properties  but  will  also  provide  a  similar  function  for  any  needs  within  the 
City.    The  position  will  provide,  for  the  first  time,  a  strong  liaison  with 
the  various  regulatory  agencies  that  have  authority  over  SFWD  projects  as  they 
relate  to  the  protection  of  the  environment.    Finally,  the  position  will 
provide  an  on-site,  hands-on  review  of  various  projects  to  guarantee 
compliance  with  various  regulatory  regulations. 


Bay  Del ta  Heari ngs 


The  next  phase  of  the  Bay  Delta  Hearings  were  announced  for  late  June.  SFWD's 
participation  in  the  process  is  important  in  order  to  minimize  or  totally 
negate  the  possibility  of  diversions  from  the  Hetchy  system  for  water  use  in 
the  Delta  including  fish  flows  and  Improvement  of  water  quality.    SFWD  staff 
are  working  with  the  City  Attorney.  Hetch  Hetchy,  Bay  Area  Water  Users 
Association  and  various  consultants  to  develop  both  a  strategy  and 
presentation  for  these  proceedings. 

Stored  Water 

With  notification  via  Hetch  Hetchy  semi-monthly  reports  as  to  the  capturing  of 
less  than  anticipated  run-off  and  what  that  means  to  the  overall  supply 
projections,  SFWD's  Resources  and  Planning  Manager  has  been  asked  to  initiate 
discussions  with  Kern  County  Water  Agency  which  is  currently  storing  on  a 
temporary  basis  17,000  acre  feet  of  water  purchased  from  the  State  Drought 
Emergency  Bank  which  could  not  be  moved  into  the  system  earlier  this  year.  It 
is  assumed  that  capacity  will  be  available  within  the  State  South  Bay  Aqueduct 
to  move  this  water  into  the  system  beginning  in  the  Fall  and  to  be  completed 
prior  to  December  31.  1992. 

San  Andreas  Filter  Plant 

The  San  Andreas  Filter  Plant,  which  has  been  off  line  for  three  months,  came 
back  on  line  with  minimal  problems.    This  reconsti tution  of  the  system  keeps 
us  on  line  for  substantial  completion  of  the  project  within  the  timeline  of 
June  30,  1992  and  will  allow  the  Department  to  capitalize  the  project  for 
inclusion  in  the  suburban  water  users  rate  base. 

Conservation 

Several  major  conservation  audits  were  performed  during  the  month,  including 
the  San  Francisco  Zoo,  Shriner's  Hospital  and  the  Mission  Bay  Golf  Center. 
The  third  year  of  a  3-year  education  package  for  grades  K-12  was  approved  by 
the  Commission. 

Work  continues  on  the  development  of  the  new  customer  information  package,  the 
City  College  low  water  use  demonstration  garden  and  the  City  Department 
retrofit  program. 
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Water  Supply 


1.  Hetch  Hetchy  water  import:    An  average  of  217.8  million  gallons  per  day 
(MGD)  for  the  month  of  May. 

2.  Sunol  Valley  Filtration  Plant  treated  10.7  MGD. 
San  Andreas  Filtration  Plant  treated  12.7  MGD. 

3.  Consumption  (MGD  average): 

May  1992  -  239.2)  12.9  percent  more 

May  1991  -  211 .8) 

May  1992  -  239.2)  28.3  percent  less 

Mayy  1977  -  333.6) 

12  months  preceding 

June  1,  1992  -  206.4  2.0  percent  less 

June  1  .  1991  -  210.6 

4.  Storage  (million  gallons)  as  of  June  1: 


mi 


1992 


Increase 
-  Decrease 


t  Full 
Capaci  tv 


Alameda  Div.  (Capacity  48.014) 


17,745 


26.235 


8.490 


55 


Peninsula  Div.  (Capacity  29.783) 


18,928 


25.564 


6.636 


86 


Total  (Maximum  Capacity  77.797) 


36.673 


51  .799 


15.126 


67 
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CONTINUING  PROGRAMS 


Leases  and  Permits.  The  lease  payments,  royalties  or  percentage  of  revenue 
received  during  the  month  of  May  from  accounts  listed  below  are  as  follows: 

Santa  Clara  Sand  and  Gravel  $32,855.70 

Sunol  Golf  Course  35.674.75 

Crystal  Springs  Golf  Course  27,025.20 

Mission  Valley  Rock  34,706.20 


Flushing.    Water  main  flushing  will  be  done  on  an  as-needed  basis. 


0005D 
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MINUTES 
PUBLIC  UTrLITIES  COMMISSION 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Frank  M.  Jordan 
Mayor 

REGULAR  MEETING 
Room  282,  City  Hall 
2:00  P.M. 
June  23.  1992 

COMMISSIONERS 

Gordon  Chin,  President 
Victor  G.  Makras,  Vice  President 
James  D.  Jefferson 
Patricia  A.  Carson 
Michael  E.  Hardeman 


DEPARTMENTS  BUREAUS 

Hetch  Hetchy  Projects  Energy  Conservation 

Municipal  Railway  Engineering  and  Construction 

Management 

Water  Department 

Financial  Management 

Information  Systems 

Management  Efficiency  and 
Productivity 

Personnel  and  Training 


Thomas  J.  Elzey 
GENERAL  MANAGER 

Romaine  A.  Boldridge 
SECRETARY 
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Call  to  Order:  2:10  P.M. 


Present:     President  Gordon  Chin,  Vice  President  Victor  G.  Makras,  Commissioner 

James  D.  Jefferson,  Commissioner  Patricia  A.  Carson,  Commissioner  Michael 
E.  Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Carson,  the  Minutes  of 
the  Regular  Meeting  of  June  9,1992  were  approved. 

A  tape  of  the  meeting  is  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission. 


RESOLUTION 
NO. 


On  motion  of  Chin,  seconded  by  Jefferson,  the  following  resolution  was 
adopted: 

92-0185     MR    Approving  the  Municipal  Railway  Metro  System  Key  Station 

Identification  and  Accessibility  Implementation  Plan  for  disabled 
access  to  the  Light  Rail  System. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 
Noes  -  Makras 


On  motion  of  Makras,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following  resolution 
was  adopted. 

92-0186     MR    Requesting  the  Controller  to  draw  warrants  in  payment  of  claims 

agciinst  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway,  totalling  $60,000.00. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Makras,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following  resolution 
was  adopted. 

92-0187     WD    Requesting  the  Controller  to  transfer  $250,000  from  the  San  Andreas 
Water  Treatment  Plant  Expansion  No.  2  Project  (FAMIS  No.  692772) 
to  supplement  the  San  Antonio  Pump  Station  Improvement  Project 
(FAMIS  No.  7-41108). 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Makras,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following  resolution 
was  adopted. 

92-0 188     WD    Requesting  the  Controller  to  transfer  funds  from  the  Water 

Department's  craft  salaries  in  the  amount  of  $173,694  for  the  payment 
of  Worker's  Compensation  claim  payments  in  fiscal  year  1991-92, 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 
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On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Jefferson,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted. 

92-0189  WD  Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  the  Water  Department  to  advertise 
and  circulate  a  Request-for-Proposal  (RPP)  from  interested  professional 
consulting  fums  to  prepare  a  groundwater  master  plan  in  San  Francisco. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Jefferson,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted. 

92-0190     WD    Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  the  Water  Department  to  advertise 
and  circulate  a  Request-for  Proposal  (RFP)  from  interested  professional 
consulting  firms  to  prepare  an  environmental  impact  review  for  the 
groundwater  master  plan  in  San  Francisco. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted. 

92-0191     HH     Authorizing  the  General  Manager,  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power,  to 
negotiate  and  execute  the  foiuth  amendment  to  the  agreement  with 
Bookman-Edmonston  Engineering  to  increase  their  funding  by 
$478,000  for  the  Fiscal  Year  92-93,  bringing  the  Contract  total  to 
$839,500,  and  extend  the  contract  term  through  August  31,  1993. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Makras,  seconded  by  Jefferson,  the  following  resolution 
was  adopted. 

92-0192     HH     Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  PubUc  Utilities  to  negotiate  and 
execute  a  1  year  extension  of  the  professional  services  agreement  with 
ERM-West,  Inc.  to  provide  engineering  services  through  June  30,  1993. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Makras,  the  following  resolution 
was  adopted. 

92-0193     HH     Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Pubhc  Utilities  to  modify  the 

contract  with  Utah  State  University  Foundation  increasing  the  amount 
$41,142  for  study  of  valves  on  the  Canyon  Penstock. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Jefferson,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted. 

92-0194     WD    Approving  Amendment  No.  1  to  Contract  WD-2088  increasing  the 
contract  by  $127,457.23  and  extending  the  time  for  completion  to 
October  1,  1992;  and  approving  Amendment  No.  2  which  increases  the 
maximum  contract  amount  by  $370,000  to  a  total  of  $1,839,1 12.23, 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Stacy  and  Witbeck, 
Inc.,  Nationwide  Construction  Company,  Inc.  and  West  Bay 
Equipment,  AJV,  Contractor. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 
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On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Makras,  the  following  resolution 
was  adopted. 

92-0195     MR     Approving  Contract  Modifications  4  through  1 1  in  the  aggregate 

amount  of  $386,294.00,  to  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  Contract 
No.  MR-869,  N.L.  Barnes  Construction  Company,  Inc.,  Contractor. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted. 

92-0196     WD    Approving  Contract  Modification  No.  2  to  Water  Department  Contract 
No.  WD-2037R,  Calaveras  Pipeline  Replacement,  to  San  Francisco 
Water  Department,  increasing  amount  $776,614,  Stacey  and  Witbeck, 
Inc.,  Contractor. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 

Requests  From  The  Commission 
Requisitions 

Commissioner  Jefferson  moved,  Commissioner  Hardeman  seconded,  a  motion  which  was 
unanimously  approved,  to  send  a  commimication  to  the  Mayor  expressing  concern  about 
the  number  of  unapproved  requisitions  and  inquiring  as  to  whether  there  is  a  hiring  freeze 
for  Municipal  Railway  and  PUC  Bureau  positions. 


Commissioner  Makras  requested  a  list  of  Water  Department  leases  where  the  lessee  is  not 
charged  for  water  usage. 

Bus  Washer 

Commisioner  Makras  requested  that  staff  determine  the  cost  of  restoring  the  Potrero 
Division  bus  washer  to  service  prior  to  completion  of  the  rehabUitation  project. 


Commissioner  Makras  requested  the  file  on  a  Small  Claims  Court  case  where  the  plaintiff 
was  awarded  damages  due  to  a  late  bus. 

Accessibility 

President  Chin  requested  that  Municipal  Railway  staff  work  with  the  disabled  community 
and  report  to  the  Commission  in  6  months  with  an  update  of  the  planning  process  for 
future  accessibility. 

Vehicle  Usage  and  Mimi  Passes 

President  Chin  requested  that  a  item  be  calendared  in  one  month  to  discuss  employee 
vehicle  usage,  including  the  number  of  emergency  calls  in  the  last  12  months  and  the 
Muni  employee  pass  pohcy. 

Station  Agents 

Commissioner  Jefferson  requested  that  an  item  be  calendared  for  July  14,  1992  to  adjust 
the  1992-93  budget  to  substitute  Station  Agents  for  Car  Cleaners. 


92-133 


In  accordance  with  the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act,  the  Public  Utibties  Commission 
held  a  pubhc  hearing  on  the  Municipal  Railway  Key-Station  Plan  to  provide  access  for 
disabled  persons  to  key  stations  on  the  Muni  Metro  system.  The  following  persons 
commented  at  the  public  hearing: 


Yvonne  Morro 
John  Cailleau 
Bob  Planthold 
Laurie  Hodas 


Edward  G.  Evans 
Landis  Whistler 
Paul  Kavanaugh 


THEREUPON  THE  MEETING  WAS  ADJOURNED:  4:20  P.M. 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 
Secretary 


92-134 


PUBLH^  UdLiiit^o  uoiVliVllSSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


q2— D1 

RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,   The  federal  Department  of  Transportation  has 
issued  a  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  49  Part  37.47  as  a 
result  of  the  passage  of  the  Americans  with  Disabilities 
Act,   requiring  all  transit  entities  operating  light  rail 
systems  to  submit  to  the  Federal  Transit  Administration  a 
Key  Station  Plan  designating  Key  stations  for  disabled 
access;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Municipal  Railway  has  prepared  a  draft 
plan  which  conforms  to  the  new  regulations  and  has  consulted 
with  individuals  with  disabilities  affected  by  the  plan;  and 

WHEREAS,   The  Municipal  Railway  has  concluded  that  an 
extension  of  the  July  26,    1993  date  for  compliance  is 
essential  in  order  to  complete  the  necessary  station 
modifications ;  and 

WHEREAS,   The  Municipal  Railway  has  broadly  announced 
the  availability  of  the  plan  for  comment  by  the  community  of 
persons  with  disabilities,    interested  agencies,  and 
neighborhood  groups  and  review  of  the  plan  has  been 
conducted  by  members  of  the  LRV  ADA  Task  Force  and  the  Muni 
Accessibility  Advisory  Committee;  and 

WHEREAS,   The  MUNI  Accessibility  Advisory  Committee  will 
be  able  to  provide  a  key  component  for  continuing  public 
participation  in  the  implementation  of  the  Key  Station  Plan; 
and 

WHEREAS,  A  public  comment  period,   from  May  22,  1992 
through  June  23,    1992,   has  been  completed  during  which 
public  comments  were  received  concerning  the  Plan;  and 

WHEREAS,  A  public  hearing  on  the  plan  was  broadly 
announced  and  has  been  held  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  on  June  23,    1992;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  maintains  that 
San  Francisco's  Light  Rail  System  should  exceed  the 
requirements  of  the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act,   to  the 
extent  feasible,   and  would  advocate  that  further 
accessibility  be  considered  in  the  future,   with  a  goal 
towards  full  accessibility;     now,   therefore  be  it, 

RESOLVED,   That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  hereby 
approves  the  Municipal  Railway  Key  Station  Plan  for  disabled 
access  to  the  Light  Rail  System  and  requests  that  the 
Federal  Transit  Administration  grant  extensions  for 
compliance  at  particular  Key  Stations  as  per  the  timeline 
requested  in  the  plan,  with  all  Key  Stations  to  be  completed 
by  December  1996,   and  directs  staff  of  the  Municipal  Railway 
to  submit  this  plan  to  the  Federal  Transit  Administration 
with  a  summary  of  comments  on  the  plan  and  staff  responses 
from  this  hearing  by  July  26,    1992;     and,   be  it  further, 

RESOLVED,   That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  directs 
staff  to  provide  an  update  in  six  months  on  planning  for 
further  accessibility. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of         JUNE       2  3  1992  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

Ctn  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FHANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  Na 


92-0186 


RESOLVED,  That  on  recommendation  of  the  General  Manager 
of  Public  Utilities,  the  PUC  Finance  Director  and  the  City 
Attorney,  this  Commission  hereby  requests  the  Controller  to  allot 
funds  and  to  draw  warrants  against  such  funds  as  are  or  will  be 
available  in  payment  of  claims  against  the  San  Francisco  Municipal 
Railway  as  shown  below. 


CLAIMANT  & 
COURT  NO. 


ACCIDENT  NO.  & 

SPECIFIED  SPECIALS  TYPE 

PRAYER 


ACCIDENT 

DATE  PI/PD  SETTLEMENT 


Non-Litigated : 
None 

Litigated: 

Elsa  Branom 
S932-837 


90-B-5093-1 
*ACD 


Charles  J.  Lewin  87-B-0169-1 
S8 89-4 9 6  Unspecified 

Judgment : 

None 

TOTAL  SETTLEMENT  (2) 


$18,628.84      7-6        12-10-90     PI  $30,000.00 


$19, 894. 48      6-3        08-08-87      PI        $30, 000. 00 


$60,000.00 


INDEX 


632091 


SUB  OBJECT 


1450 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

JUNE     23  1992 


at  its  meeting  of . 


Secretary.  Public  U  tilt  ties  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  ANO  COUNTY  OF  SAN  mANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  _. 


WHEREAS,  This  Commission  awarded  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  WD2062,  San  Antonio  Pump  Station 
Improvements,  in  the  amount  of  $1,792,000  to  Power  Engineering, 
Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1  to  the  contract  is  requested  for 
the  purchase  of  two  115  KV  circuit  switchers  and  for  the  cleanup 
and  di  sposal  of  hazardous  waste  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed 
$382,749.00;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  avai 1  able  in  the  San  Andreas  Water 
Treatment  PI  ant  Expansion  No .  2  Project  and  an  addi  tional 
$250,000  is  required  to  complete  the  San  Antonio  Pump  Station 
Improvements;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commi  ssi  on  approves  Contract 
Modification  No.  1,  increasing  the  contract  amount  from 
$1,792,000.00  to  $2,174,749.00;  and,  further  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  requests  the  Controller  to 
transfer  $250,000  from  the  San  Andreas  Water  Treatment  PI  ant 
Expansion  No.  2  Project  (FAMIS  No.  692772)  to  supplement  the  San 
Antonio  Pump  Station  Improvement  Project  (FAMIS  No.  7-41108). 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  Us  meerin,  JUNE  '^aZ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITitS  L-OMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTrON  Na 


92-Q1S8 


WHEREAS,   The  Department  was  notified  by  the  San 
Francisco  Employees  Retirement  System  (SFERS)    in  May  of  1992 
that  the  $585,581  budgeted  for  Worker's  Compensation  Claim 
payments   in  1991-92  would  be  insufficient  to  pay  such  claims 
throughout  the  remainder  of  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1992;  and 

WHEREAS,    SFERS  estimates   that   an  additional  $173,694 
will  be  needed  to  meet  all  the  Worker's  Compensation  claim 
payments  through  June  30,    1992;  and 

WHEREAS,  There  are  sufficient  funds  available  in  the 
1991-92  operating  budget ,   craft  salaries  appropriation  to  fund 
the  shortfall  in  Worker's  Compensation,   now  THEREFORE,   be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  requests  the 
Controller  to  transfer  funds  from  the  Water  Department's  craft 
salaries  in  the  amount  of  $173,694  for  the  payment  of  the 
Worker's  Compensation  claim  payments  in  fiscal  year  1991-92. 


7616b 

/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  _      JUNE  231992 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUtJLIO  Ul  (Li  I  (LS  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTV  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTrON  No. 


WHEREAS,  The  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  Resolution 
No.   389-89  and  approved  by  the  Mayor  on  May  31,    1989  to 
direct  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  (SFWD)  to 
prepare  a  groundwater  use  plan;  and 

WHEREAS,   The  SFWD  has  thence  conducted  various 
groundwater  and  aquifer  studies  which  leads  to  the 
development  of  a  master  plan;  and 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the 
General  Manager  of  the  Water  Department  to  advertise  and 
circulate  a  Request-f or-Proposal  (RFP)   from  interested 
professional  consulting  firms  to  prepare  a  groundwater 
master  plan  in  San  Francisco. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


0004J-15 


at  its  meeting  of 


JUNE 


23  1992 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commission 


HUfcJLJC  U  KL)  1  Its  COMMISStON 

CrrV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  ^^^^^-30 


WHEREAS,  The  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  Resolution  No. 
389-89  and  approved  by  the  Mayor  on  May  31,   1989  to  direct  the 
San  Francisco  Water  Department  (SFWD)  to  prepare  a  groundwater 
use  plan;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFWD  has  thence  conducted  various  groundwater 
and  aquifer  studies  which  leads  to  the  development  of  a  master 
plan;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  Environmental  Impact  Review  (EIR)    is  required 
to  accompany  the  development  of  the  groundwater  master  plan; 
now,   therefore,   be  it 

RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the 
General  Manager  of  the  Water  Department  to  advertise  and 
circulate  a  Request-f or-Proposal   (RFP)   from  interested 
professional  consulting  firms  to  prepare  an  environmental 
impact  review  for  the  groundwater  master  plan  in  San  Francisco. 


0004J-18 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

JUNE     2»  W92 


at  its  meeting  of . 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTJLtfjtS  COMMISSION 

CTTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FHANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


92-0191 


WHEREAS,  Hetch  Hetchy's  ability  to  meet  its  water  delivery 
obligations  while  optimizing  power  revenues  is  enhanced  by 
computer  modeling,  and 

WHEREAS,   Staff  requires  assistance  in  computer  modeling 
and  hydrological  analysis,  and 


WHEREAS,   The  Consultant  has  been  of  especial  value  in 
support  of  the  ongoing  water  litigation,  and 

WHEREAS,   Litigation  support  at  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission   ("FERC")   will  be  a  major  part  of  this 
contractor's  work  in  the  next  fiscal  year,  and 

WHEREAS,   It  is  necessary  to  continue  this  contractor's 
work  through  at  least  the  next  fiscal  year,  and 

WHEREAS,   Funding  will  be  available  from  the  Fiscal  Year 
92-93  Hetch  Hetchy  Operating  Budget,   Object  100,  Professional 
Services;  now,   therefore,   be  it 

RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the 
General  Manager,   Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power,   to  negotiate  and 
execute  the  fourth  amendment  to  the  agreement  with  Bookman- 
Edmonston  Engineering  to  increase  their  funding  by  $478,000  for 
the  Fiscal  Year  92-93,   bringing  the  Contract  total  to  $839,500, 
and  extend  the  contract  term  through  August  31,  1993. 


H006715 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  nf  JUNE        ^3  ^992 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UT  (Li  TIES  COMMISSION 

crrv  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


92-0192 


WHEREAS,   Commission  has  previously  employed  the  expert 
services  of  ERM-West  to  assist  Commission  and  the  City  Attorney's 
Office  in  preparing  support  for  and  reviewing  the  City's  water 
rights,  uses  and  commitments,  as  may  be  affected  by  the  hearings 
currently  being  held  by  the  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board 
on  San  Francisco  Bay/San  Joaquin  Delta  water  quality;  and 

WHEREAS,   These  hearings  will  restart  after  an 
unexpected  delay  in  the  summer  of  1992;  and 

WHEREAS,   The  ERM-West  contract  is  about  to  expire 
before  the  bulk  of  the  work  has  been  conducted,  and; 

WHEREAS,   The  previously  authorized  funding  is  projected 
to  be  adequate  for  FY  92/93  activities;   now,   therefore,   be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the 
General  Manager,   Public  Utilities  Commission,   to  negotiate  and 
execute  a  1  year  extension  of  the  professional  service  agreement 
with  ERM-West,   Inc.,   to  provide  professional  engineering  services 
to  the  City  of  San  Francisco  until  June  30,  1993. 


cc:  H006810 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeHng  nf  JUNE  23  1992  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILifl&S  COMMISSION 

Crrv  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  Na  92-01 3n 


WHEREAS,   Hetch  Hetchy  needs  the  services  of  a  Consultant  to 
study  methods  for  improving  the  performance  of  the  96  inch 
Butterfly  Valve  on  the  Canyon  Penstock,  and 


WHEREAS,  Hetch  Hetchy  Currently  has  a  contract  with  Utah  State 
University  Foundation  to  perform  this  consulting  work,  and 


WHEREAS,   Funds  for  this  work  are  available  in  Hetch  Hetchy 
Capital  Improvement  Project  835,   Unit  Upgrade  Study;  now, 
therefore,   be  it 


RESOLVED,   That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  authorizes  the 
PUC  General  Manager  to  modify  the  contract  with  Utah  State 
University  Foundation  in  the  amount  of  Forty-One  Thousand,  One 
Hundred  and  Forty-Two  Dollars  ($41,142). 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of       JUNE       ^  ^  ^^^^ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COiiNTr  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.   _._ 


WHEREAS,  This  Commission  approved  Bid  Call  Authority  for  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2136,  Repaying  of  Street  and  Sidewalk  Openings  for  the  San 
Francisco  Water  Department  for  the  Fiscal  Year  ending  June  30,  1993;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Board  of  Supervisor  and  Mayor  adopted  Ordinance  No.  76-92  on 
March  13,  1992,  relating  to  A  Race  and  Gender  Conscious  Construction  Subcontracting 
Ordinance,  effective  on  May  1,  1992;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  implementation  of  said  Ordinance  by  the  Human  Rights  Commission, 
together  with  staff  reductions  due  to  early  retirements  throughout  the  City  following  the 
implementation  of  the  City's  early  retirement  program  resulted  in  delays  in  preparing, 
advertising,  and  processing  construction  contracts,  including  Contract  No.  WD-2136,  and 

WHEREAS,  Because  of  said  delays,  Contract  WD-2136  will  not  be  effective  prior  to 
October  1,  1992;  and 

WHEREAS,  To  provide  for  the  required  continuation  of  paving  sevices  between  the 
completion  of  the  current  contract,  Contract  WD-2088,  which  expires  on  June  30,  1992  and  the 
beginning  of  Contract  WD-2136,  PUC  Staff  recommends  modifying  the  existing  contract  to 
extend  its  contract  completion  date  of  October  1,  1992  and  to  increase  the  maximum  contract 
amount  to  provide  for  work  anticipated  to  be  performed  during  this  additional  period;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  increased  amount  would  exceed  ten  percent  of  the  original  contract 
award,  PUC  Staff  recommends  the  contract  be  amended  in  two  steps,  the  first  step  of  which 
would  change  the  completion  date  from  June  30,  1992  to  October  1,  1992,  and  increase  the 
original  contract  amount  by  9.5  percent  of  the  original  contract  amount,  and  the  second  step 
which  would  increase  the  maximum  contract  amount  by  an  additional  $370,000.00,  for  a  total 
contract  change  of  37%  above  the  original  contract  amount  and  therefore  requiring  approval  of 
the  Board  of  Supervisors,  in  addition  to  approval  of  this  Commission;  now,  therefore  be  it, 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approves  Amendment  No.  1  to  Contract  WD-2088 
whereby  the  maximum  amount  of  the  contract  is  increased  by  $127,457.23  to  $1 ,469, 1 12.23  and 
the  time  for  completion  is  changed  from  the  original  completion  date  of  June  30,  1992  to 
October  1 ,  1992,  and  further  approves  Amendment  No.  2  which  increases  the  maximum  contract 
amount  by  an  additional  $370,000  over  the  revised  maximum  contract  amount  to  a  new  revised 
amount  of  $1 ,839,1 12.23,  said  Amendment  No.  2  being  further  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors;  and  be  it  further, 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  respectfully  requests  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and 
the  Mayor  adopt  a  Resolution  approving  the  increase  in  the  maximum  contract  amount  to 
$1,839,112.23. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  _      JUNE  231992 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTV  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  The  Commission  entered  into  a  contract  with  N.L.  Barnes  Construction 
Company,  Inc.  for  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-869,  Potrero  Facility 
Rehabilitation;  and 


WHEREAS,  This  contract  is  for  a  complex  project  for  which  It  was  impossible  or 
impracticable  to  show  and  describe  all  work  necessary  on  the  contract  plans  and  specifications 
to  complete  the  project;  and 


WHEREAS,  As  work  progressed,  the  Project  Team  and  the  Contractor  have 
encountered  numerous  unforeseen  and  unforeseeable  obstructions  which  required  extra  work 
not  shown  on  the  contract  drawings  or  described  in  the  specifications  but  necessary  to 
complete  the  project;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  Contract  contains  provisions  for  performing  required  extra  work  under 
a  preset  allowance  for  extra  work  of  $500,000  using  either  negotiated  and  agreed  upon  prices, 
or  force  account  procedures  if  agreed  upon  prices  can  not  be  negotiated;  and 


WHEREAS.  To  continue  the  work  in  the  most  efficient  manner,  the  extra  work 
performed  under  the  allowance  for  extra  work  has  been  consolidated  into  contract 
modifications  4  through  11  totaling  $386,294.00;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Contract  Modifications  4  through 
11  in  the  aggregate  amount  of  $386,294.00. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  rrsolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  JUNE        &S  1992,  


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

Cny  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


92-0196 

RESOLUTION  No.  ^ 


WHEREAS,  Under  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  WD2037-R. 
Calaveras  Pipeline  Replacement,  it  is  necessary  to  modify  the  contract 
to  provide  for  unforeseen  extra  work  for  pipeline  construction;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  most  significant  part  of  the  extra  work  is  to 
address  the  concerns  by  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  over 
environmental  impact;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2  to  the  contract  is  requested  for 
additional  work  on  the  project  at  a  cost  not  to  exceed  $776,614.00;  and 

WHEREAS.  That  this  Commission  requests  the  Controller  to  transfer 
$600,000  from  the  San  Andreas  Water  Treatment  Plant  Expansion  No.  2 
Project  (FAMIS  No.  692780)  and  $119,478  from  the  Calaveras  Facility 
Study  Project  (FAMIS  No.  6-92251)  for  a  total  transfer  of  $719,478  to 
the  Calaveras  Pipeline  Replacement  Project  (FAMIS  No.  6-93861);  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approves  Contract  Modification 

No.  2. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  JMHE-  &  S  1992_ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  F'rancisco  Water  Departmeimx 


MEMORANDUM 


DATE: 


June  11 ,  1992 


TO: 


Thomas  J.  Elzey 

General  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


FROM: 


RE: 


OPERATIONS 


Storage.    The  month-end  status  of  local  storage  reservoirs  is  shown  on  the 
accompanying  Figure  1.    The  storage  levels  in  the  Peninsula  Division 
reservoirs  at  the  end  of  April  amounted  to  25.0  million  gallons  or  877,  of 
capacity.    For  the  Suburban  system  as  a  whole,  storage  amounted  to  52.5 
million  gallons  and  58%  of  capacity  compared  to  37.5  million  gallons  or  48%  of 
capacity  at  the  same  time  last  year. 

Production.    Water  supplied  by  Hetch  Hetchy  and  the  production  of  local  water 
treatment  plants  are  shown  on  the  accompanying  Figure  2. 

Consumption.    Gross  water  deliveries  to  San  Francisco  customers  and  the 
suburban  area  are  displayed  on  the  accompanying  Figure  3. 


Transfer  of  Treatment  Responsibilities 

As  referenced  in  previous  monthly  reports,  SFWD  has  been  working  under  the 
auspices  of  a  departmental  reorganization  to  transfer  the  operations  and 
maintenance  of  the  system's  filtration  facilities  from  the  Water  Quality 
Division  to  the  Water  Supply  Division  which  henceforth  will  be  known  as  the 
Water  Supply  and  Treatment  Division.    Protocol  has  been  completed  and  the 
transfer  occurred  during  the  month  of  April.    The  major  benefits  for  this 
reorganization  are  to  provide  greater  flexibility  in  the  utilization  of 
resources  within  the  Water  Quality  Division  and  to  incorporate  responsibility 
for  the  overall  operations  and  maintenance  of  all  facilities  within  the 
suburban  operations  under  one  jurisdiction,  the  Water  Supply  and  Treatment 
Division.    The  transfer  of  responsibilities  in  April  was  important  to  allow 
for  new  managememt  and  supervisory  personnel  to  become  involved  in  the  final 
implementation  of  the  Phase  II  Expansion  of  the  San  Andreas  Filter  Plant  whic 
is  scheduled  for  completion  in  June,  1992. 


DEPARTMENT  ACTIVITIES 


PoTicv  Direction 


SFND,  in  conjunction  with  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Project  and  the  PUC 
General  Manager,  met  for  its  quarterly  meeting  with  the  Bay  Area  Water  Users 
Association  with  a  major  topic  of  discussion  being  that  of  the  direction  that 
these  agencies  should  be  pursuing  to  provide  for  system  reliability.  The 
program,  which  has  evolved  to  a  large  degree  under  the  stewardship  of  the 
Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  General  Manager,  was  discussed  at  length.  It 
included  three  components  CI)  demand  reduction  through  a  sustained  and 
increased  conservation  program;  (2)  the  pursuit  of  dry  year  options  which 
allow  for  the  purchase  and  storage  of  water  in  good  years  for  use  in  poor 
supply  situation;  and  (3)  augmentation  of  alternate  water  supplies  such  as 
groundwater  and  reclaimed  water  on  a  service  area  basis. 

San  Andreas  Treatment  Plant 

Work  continued  on  the  plant  expansion  from  120  to  180  mgd  with  the 
installation  of  an  ozonation  treatment  process.    As  was  previously  noted,  the 
plant  was  taken  off  line  in  February.    It  remained  off  line  through  the  month 
of  April  with  an  anticipated  date  of  return  to  operation  of  early  May.  The 
system  continues  to  function  at  a  high  level  of  efficiency  due  to  both  the  use 
of  alternate  facilities  and  through  careful  stewardship  by  the  treatment  plant 
operators.    No  notable  problems  have  surfaced. 
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Water  Supply 


1.  Hetch  Hetchy  water  import:    An  average  of  159.8  million  gallons  per  day 
(MGD)  for  the  month  of  April. 

2.  Sunol  Valley  Filtration  Plant  treated  43.9  MGD. 
San  Andreas  Filtration  Plant  treated  0.0  MGD. 

3.  Consumption  (MGD  average): 

April  1992  -  239.9)  26.6  percent  more 

April  1991  -  189.5) 

April  1992  -  239.9)  8.5  percent  less 

April  1977  -  262.3) 

12  months  preceding 

May  1,  1992  -  204.1  4.9  percent  less 

May  1 ,  1991  -  214.6 

4.      Storage  (million  gallons)  as  of  May  1: 


1991 


1992 


Increase 
-  Decrease 


%  Full 
Capacity 


Alameda  Div.  (Capacity  48.014) 


18.952 


26,631 


7.679 


55 


Peninsula  Div.  (Capacity  29.783) 


18.519 


25,967 


7,448 


87 


Total  (Maximum  Capacity  77.797) 


37.471 


52.598 


15.127 


68 
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CONTINUING  PROGRAMS 


Leases  and  Permits.  The  lease  payments,  royalties  or  percentage  of  revenue 
received  during  the  month  of  April  from  accounts  listed  below  are  as  follows 

Santa  Clara  Sand  and  Gravel  $21,134.31 

Sunol  Golf  Course  28.780.48 

Crystal  Springs  Golf  Course  21.163.25 

Mission  Valley  Rock  20,230.13 


Flushing.    Water  main  flushing  will  be  done  on  an  as-needed  basis. 


0005D 


-4- 


II- 


STORAGS,  aiaXION5   OF  GALLONS 
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MINUTES 

PUBLIC  UTELITIES  COMMISSION 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Frank  M.  Jordan 
Mayor 

SPECIAL  MEETING 
Room  282,  City  Hall 
5:00  P.M. 
June  30.  1992 

COMMISSIONERS 
Gordon  Chin,  President 
Victor  G.  Makras,  Vice  President 
James  D.  Jefferson 
Patricia  A.  Carson 
Michael  E.  Hardeman 

BUREAUS 

Energy  Conservation 

Engineering  and  Construction 
Management 

Financial  Management 

Infomialion  Systems 

Management  Efficiency  and 
Productivity 

Personnel  and  Training 

Thomas  J.  Elzey 
GENERAL  MANAGER 

Jill  R  Thompson 
ACTING  SECRETARY 


DEPARTMENTS 
Hatch  Hetchy  Projects 
Municipal  Railway 
Water  Department 


92-135 


CalJ  to  Order:  5:10  p.m. 

Present:  President  Gordon  Chin.  Vice  President  Victor  G.  Makras.  Commissioner 

Patricia  A.  Carson,  Commissioner  Micheal  E.  Hardeman 


Excused:        Commissioner  James  DJefferson 

A  tape  of  the  meeting  is  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission. 


*************** 

RESOLUTION 
NO. 

On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Carson,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0197  WD    Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  PubUc  Utilities  to  purchase 

water  from  the  State  Water  Bank  by  executing  the  1992  Water  Bank 
Agreement  inclusive  of  Amendment  No.  1  thereto  and  executing  a 
wheeling  agreement  with  the  Department  of  Water  Resources;  and 
directing  the  General  Managers  of  the  Water  Department  and  Hetch 
Hetchy  Water  and  Power  to  identify  additional  water  for  purchase 
up  to  the  capacity  of  the  South  Bay  Aqueduct,  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Commission. 

VOTES:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Carson,  Hardeman 
*************** 


Requests  from  the  Commission 
State  Water  Bank 

President  Chin  requested  a  report  on  the  State  Water  Bank  since  its  inception. 
Specifically,  he  wanted  the  report  to  show  how  much  water  has  been  made  available,  who 
has  bought  from  the  Bank,  how  much  have  they  purchased  and  at  what  price. 


THEREUPON  THE  MEETING  WAS  ADJOURNED:  6:05  P.M. 

Jill  R.  Thompson 
Acting  Secretary 


92-136 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

Crrv  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


< )  1  *4'y 

RESOLUTION  No.  v^-M>«J  * 


WHEREAS,   The  water  situation  continues  to  deteriorate; 

and 

WHEREAS,   There  is   less  water  in  storage  today  than  there 
was  at  this  time  last  year;  and 

WHEREAS/   The  ability  to  provide  for  service  area  demand 
without  unacceptable  levels  of  rationing  cannot  be  assured  if  the 
drought  continues;  and 

WHEREAS ,   Water  demand  is  significant ly  greater  than  at 
this  time  last  year;  and 

WHEREAS,    It  would  be  advantageous  to  purchase  up  to 
35,000  acre-feet  from  the  State  Water  Bank  or  any  other  available 
source;  and 

WHEREAS ,   $4,000,000  is  available  for  this  purpose  in  the 
Water  Department's  operating  budget   (Fixed  Charges)   and  funds 
from  the  Department's  Capital  Improvement  budget  could  be  made 
available  to  supplement  this  amount;   now,    therefore,   be  it 

RESOLVED,   That  the  PUC  General  Manager  be  authorized  to 
purchase  water  from  the  State  Water  Bank  by  executing  the  1992 
Water  Bank  Agreement  inclusive  of  Amendment   1  thereto  a  wheeling 
agreement  with  the  Department  of  Water  Resources,   and  be  it 
further 

RESOLVED,   That  the  General  Managers  of  Hetch  Hetchy  and 
the  Water  Department  be  directed  to  identify  additional  water  for 
purchase  up  to  the  capacity  of  the  South  Bay  Aqueduct  subject  to 
the  approval  of  this  Commission . 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

at  its  meeting  of  ^   JU^^E  801992  


/^^rM    Se^/etary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
GORDON  CHIN  FRANK  M  JORDAN,  M^YOfi 

THOMAS  J    ELZEV.  ceNEflAL  MANAGEB 

VICTOR  G.  MAKRAS  MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY 

VICE  PRESIDENT 

UTILITIES  ENGINEERING  BUREAU  WATER  DEPARTMENT 

PATRICIA  CARSON  RICHARD  E,  BRANDT,  MANAGER 

HETCH  HETCHY 

MICHAEL  E.  HARDEMAN  WATER  AND  POWER 

JAMES  D  JEFFERSON 


July  10.  1992 


MEMORANDUM 


TO: 


FROM: 


Members,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Commissioner  Gordon  Chin,  President 
Commissioner  Victor  G.  Makras,  Vice  President 
Commissioner  James  D.  Jefferson 
Commissioner  Patricia  A.  Carson 
Commissioner  Michael  E.  Hardeman 
Thomas  J.  Elzey,  General  Manager 


Richard  E.  Brandt.  Manager 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 


SUBJECT:    AUTHORIZATION  OF  CONTRACT  MODIFICATIONS 


By  PUC  Resolution  No.  88-0115  dated  April  12,  1988,  the  Commission  delegated  to  the 
Manager,  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau,  the  authority  to  execute  construction  contract 
modifications  in  amounts  up  to  $50,000.00  or  10%  of  the  original  contract  amount. 

Summarized  below  are  all  contract  modifications  executed  during  the  period  April  1,  1992 
through  June  30,  1992. 


WD-2052  -  8-Inch  Ductile  iron  Main  in  Fremont  Street  between 
Market  and  Harrison  Streets 


Contract  Modification  No.  1,  a  debit  of  $12,700.00. 


Provided  for  the  following  work  and  extended  the  contract  time  5  working  days: 

Relocated  existing  1 2"  water  pipe  main  from  two  PG  &  E  vaults  in  Mission  Street 
crossing  Fremont  Street  to  eliminate  the  possibility  of  a  settlement  induced  main 
break  at  this  very  busy  intersection. 

Total  Contract  Modification  for  WD-2052  -  $12,700.00. 
(6.4%  of  Contract) 


1155  MARKET  STREET.  SAN  FRANCISCO.  OA   94103   -   (415)  554-0700 


Memo  To:       Members,  PUC  Commissioners  and  X.  Elzey 

From:  Richard  E   Brandt.  Manager 

Subject;         Authorization  of  Contract  Modifications 
Date:  July  10.  1992 

Page  No.:  2 

WD-2060  -  San  Andreas  Water  Treatment  Plant  Expansion  No.  2 


Contract  Modification  No.  6,  a  debit  of  $36,015.00. 


Provided  for  the  following  work: 

a.  revised  hardware  schedule,  fire  rating,  or  opening  direction  for  doors  No. 
1,  2,  9,  10,  22,  32.  36,  42,  95  and  96; 

b.  added  18"  EPDM  seat  replacements  and  deleted  20'  of  16"  steel  pipe,  two 
16"  90  degree  ells,  five  20"  concrete  cores,  three  16"  Linkseals,  two  20" 
penetration  groutings,  three  16"  victaulic  couplings,  four  16"  uniflanges, 
two  16"  steel  bumped  heads  for  backwash  air  lines; 

c.  widened  Crystal  Springs  Pump  Station  equipment  pad  due  to  wider  than 
expected  actual  switchgear  width,  deleted  interior  grade  beams  to  simplify 
buried  conduit  laying  and  deepening  of  exterior  grade  beams; 


d.  modified  sodium  hypochlorite  pump  system; 

e.  changed  conduit  schedule; 

f.  added  two  400-watt  exterior  lights  on  16'  poles  and  power  cables  in 
buried  conduit  at  Corral  Area; 

g.  modified  pan  details  to  add  concrete  beams  around  openings; 

h.  added  2.5'  by  4'  window  at  Ozone  Building  to  allow  viewing  the 
compressor  room  from  stair  no.  1  landing; 

i.  furnished  and  installed  4  KV  bus  and  connectors  to  PG  &  E  switchgear; 

j.  reimbursing  the  City  by  the  contractor  for  expenses  incurred  during  Raw 
Water  Pump  Factory  Test  Witnessing  in  Cincinnati  in  accordance  with 
specification  Section  11213-3.01A. 


Memo  "To  Members .   RUC  Commissioners  and  T.  Elzey 

From  Richard  E.  Brandt,  Manager 

Subject;  Authorization  of  Contract  Modifications 

Date:  July  10.  1992 

Page  No.:  3 


Contract  Modification  No.  7,  a  debit  of  $49,860.00. 
Provided  for  the  following  work: 

a.  retrained  two  transition  couplings  for  the  flash  mixer  piping  by  concrete 
encasement; 

b.  increased  size  of  control  panel  at  Capuchino  Reducing  Valve  Station; 

c.  added  12  stainless  steel  sleeves  at  piezometer  wall  penetrations  and 
deleted  12  piezometers  at  the  Ozone  Contactor  Structure; 

d.  demolished  only  portions  of  the  SI   transformer  pad  and  revised 
replacement  transformer  pad  design; 

e.  widened  Crystal  Springs  Pump  Station  equipment  pad  by  V  and  deleted 
the  interior  grade  beams  and  deepened  the  perimeter  grade  beams; 

f.  procured  one  slide  mount  kit  for  the  vibration  monitor  at  the  Crystal 
Springs  Pump  Station  control  panel; 

g.  added  4"  trap  to  floor  drain  outside  of  Ozone  Equipment  Building  and 
modified  roof  and  overflow  drains  at  the  Ozone  Destruct  Building; 

h.  redid  short  circuit  and  coordination  study,  incorporated  new  settings  on 
switchgear  Ml  protective  relays  and  modified  control  and  power  design 
to  limit  loading  to  a  maximum  of  three  pumps  for  Crystal  Springs  Pump 
Station; 

i.  procured  one  42"  butterfly  valve  and  appurtenances  in  accordance  with 
San  Andreas  #3  Pipeline  Project  Specification  Section  11298; 

j.  performed  supplemental  primary  injection  tests  on  San  Andreas  Water 
Treatment  Plant  Switchgear  M2  and  Crystal  Springs  Pump  Station 
Switchgear  Ml ; 


Memo  To:  Members,  PUC  Commissioners  and  T.  Elzey 

From  Richard  E.  Brandt.  Manager 

Subject:  Authorization  of  Contract  Modifications 

Date:  July  10.  1992 

Page  No.:  4 


k.       substituted  8  roof  drains  with  alternates,  omitted  two  6"  concrete  wall 
cores,  reduced  3"  leaders  and  hangers  and  simplified  installation; 

I.        relocated  one  existing  luminaire  for  better  illumination  at  loading  ramp 
between  the  two  chemical  buildings; 

m.      procured  one  copy  of  Operator  10  Maintenance  Management  software; 

n.       modified  contactor  roof  equipment  screen  for  access  to  the  equipment; 

0.       modified  interior  wall  finish  from  plaster  and  gypsum  to  5/8"  type  X 

gypsum  wallboard  per  Spec.  Section  09250  and  added  about  1 71 0  square 
feet  of  3.5"  insulation  per  Spec.  Section  07200  in  Ozone  Destruct  Room; 

p.       deleted  procurement  requirements  of  Specification  Section  11920  on 
waveform  monitor  and  accessories. 


Total  Contract  Modifications  for  WD-2060  =  $673,815.00. 
(2.04%  of  Contract) 


Sam  F'rancisco  Water  Derarxmenx 


MEMORANDUM 


DATE:       August  24.  1992 

TO:  Thomas  J.  Elzey 

General  Manager.  Public  Utilities  Commission 

FROM:       John  P.  Mulla(na^ 
General  Manage^V\ 

RE:  Monthly  Report  dfjuV  Activities 


OPERATIONS 

Storage.    The  month-end  status  of  local  storage  reservoirs  is  shown  on  the 
accompanying  Figure  1.    The  storage  levels  in  the  Peninsula  Division 
reservoirs  at  the  end  of  June  amounted  to  24.7  million  gallons  or  83%  ot 
capacity     For  the  Suburban  system  as  a  whole,  storage  amounted  to  50.6 
million  gallons  and  65%  of  capacity  compared  to  33.7  million  gallons  or  43%  of 
capacity  at  the  same  time  last  year. 

Production.  Water  supplied  by  Hetch  Hetchy  and  the  production  of  local  water 
treatment  plants  are  shown  on  the  accompanying  Figure  2. 

Consumption.    Gross  water  deliveries  to  San  Francisco  customers  and  the 
suburban  area  are  displayed  on  the  accompanying  Figure  3. 


PFPARTUFNT  ACTIVITIES 
Capital  Improvement  Projects  Progress 

Final  stages  of  construction  on  both  the  San  Andreas  Water  Treatment  Plant  and 
the  Calaveras  Pipeline  Replacement  projects  are  being  completed.    Comp  eting 
these  projects  by  the  end  of  the  month  will  allow  the  Department  to  ful  y 
capitalize  the  project  costs  for  fiscal  year  1991-92.    Substantial  completion 
notices  have  been  issued  on  both  projects. 

San  Andreas  Pipeline  Litigation 

Potential  llgitation  action  against  Ameron  Pipe,  et  al  is  being  considered  by 
the  City  Attorney's  office  in  regard  to  costs  associated  with  the  failure  or 
DiDeline  In  1990  and  reconstruction  costs  of  the  new  pipeline.    The  City 
Attorney's  office  has  presented  position  in  a  closed 

month.    An  expert  witness,  CTL  Associates,  has  been  contracted  to  cond_uct 
investigative  work. 


Personnel  Actions 


Leonard  Swanson  has  been  selected  to  fill  the  position  of  Water  Quality 
Division  Manager.    He  is  replacing  Steve  Leonard  who  moved  to  the  Hetch  Hetchy 
Filtration  Project.    Mr.  Swanson  was  the  Assistant  Manager  prior  to  his 
appointment. 

Tom  Dickerman  has  been  appointed  the  City  Distribution  Division  Manager 
replacing  Marty  Lieberman  who  retired  this  year.  Mr.  Dickerman  was  the 
Assistant  Division  Manager. 


-2- 


Water  SuddIv 


1.  Hetch  Hetchy  water  import:    An  average  of  228.2  million  gallons  per  day 
(MGD)  for  the  month  of  June. 

2.  Sunol  Valley  Filtration  Plant  treated  0.0  MGD. 
San  Andreas  Filtration  Plant  treated  24.8  MGD, 

3.  Consumption  (MGD  average): 

June  1992  -  250.2)  15.9  percent  more 

3une  1991  -  215.9) 

June  1992  -  250.2)  29.5  percent  less 

June  1977  -  355.1) 

12  months  preceding 

July  1.  1992  -  209.3  1-3  percent  more 

July  1 ,  1991  -  205.5 

4.    Storage  (million  gallons)  as  of  July  1: 


1991 


1992 


Increase 
-  Decrease 


X  Full 
Capaci  tv 


Alameda  Div-  (Capacity  48.014) 


15,607 


25,913 


10.306 


54 


Peninsula  Div.  (Capacitv  29.783) 


18,063 


24,650 


6,587 


83 


Total  (Maximum  Capacitv  77.797) 


33.670 


50,563 


16,893 


65 


CONTINUING  PROGRAMS 


Leases  and  Permits.  The  lease  payments,  royalties  or  percentage  of  revenue 
received  during  the  month  of  June  from  accounts  listed  below  are  as  follows 

Santa  Clara  Sand  and  Gravel  $25,745.05 

Sunol  Golf  Course  43,669.80 

Crystal  Springs  Golf  Course  29.009.17 

Mission  Valley  Rock  78,190.56 


Flushi  nq.    Water  main  flushing  will  be  done  on  an  as-needed  basis. 


0005D 
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MINUTES 

PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Frank  M.  Jordan 
Mayor 

REGULAR  MEETING 
Room  282,  City  Hall 
2:00  P.M. 
July  14, 1992 

rOMMTSSTONERS 
Gordon  Chin,  President 
Victor  G.  Makras,  Vice  President 
James  D.  Jefferson 
Patricia  A.  Carson 
Michael  E.  Hardeman 


DEPARTMENTS  BUREAUS 

Hetch  Hetchy  Projects  Energy  Conservation 

Municipal  Railway  '  Engineering  and  Construction 

Management 

Water  Department 

Financial  Management 

Information  Systems 

Management  Efficiency  and 
Productivity 

Personnel  and  Training 


Thomas  J.  Elzey 
GENERAL  MANAGER 

Romaine  A.  Boldridge 
SECRETARY 


92-137 


Call  to  Order:  2:15  p.m. 


Present:  President  Gordon  Chin,  Vice  President  Victor  G.  Makras,  Commissioner 

Patricia  A.  Carson,  Commissioner  Micheal  E.  Hardeman 

Excused:        Commissioner  James  DJefferson 

On  motion  of  Comimissioner  Makras.  seconded  by  Commissioner  Hardeman,  the  Minutes 
of  the  Regular  Meeting  of  June  23  and  Special  Meeting  of  June  30.  1992  were  approved. 

A  tape  of  the  meeting  is  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission. 


RESOLUTION 
NO. 

On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Makras,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0198  MR     Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared  and 

recommended  by  staff  and  authorizing  Bid  Call  for  Municipal 
Railway  Contract  No.  MR- 1050,  Overhead  Lines  Traction  Power 
System,  Various  Locations  -  Installation  of  Traffic  Pre-empts  Phase 
I. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Makras,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted. 

92-0199         WD    Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared  and 

recommended  by  staff  and  authorizing  Bid  Call  for  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2132.  MiUbrae  Shops  Phase  UA. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Carson,  Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Makras,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted. 

92-0200         WD    Awarding  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2118, 
Replace  Underground  Fuel/OU  Tanks  at  CDD  Yard  -  1990 
Newcomb  Street,  in  the  amount  of  $375,928.00  to  Walton 
Engineering,  Inc. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Carson,  Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Makras,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted. 

92-0201         HH     Accepting  the  work  performed  under  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and 

Power  Contract  No.  HH-813R.  Assembly  and  Pre-Energization  Test 
of  Moccasin  Spare  Transformer,  as  satisfactorUy  completed; 
approving  debit  Modification  No.  2  in  the  amount  of  $17,594.00; 
authorizing  an  extension  of  time  for  unavoidable  delay  of  108  days; 
and  authorizing  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $21,306.25  to  the 
Contractor,  Calco  West  Electric,  Inc. 

VOTE;  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Carson,  Hardeman 
92-138 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Makras,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted. 

92-0202  PER    Ratifying  and  approving  the  Non  Civil  Service  and  Temporary 

appointments  and  removals  made  by  the  General  Manager  for  the 
month  of  May.  1992. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Makras,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted.  < 

92-0203         MR    Reallocating  $280,648  from  surplus  funds  available  in  Muni's 

budget  for  the  Bureau  of  Light,  Heat,  and  Power,  Data  Processing 
Professional  Services,  CAO  Insurance  &  Risk,  Security,  Training, 
and  Sewer  Service  Charges  to  offset  funding  shortfalls  for  BART 
payments.  Materials  and  Supplies,  and  Other  Contractual  Services. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Caison,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Makras,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted. 

92-0204         WD    Approving  the  request  to  extend  the  Professional  Services  contract 
completion  time  with  Woodward-Clyde  Consultants  to  December 
31,  1992  to  perform  additional  work  consisting  of  Embankment 
Stabihty  Study  for  Water  Department  CIP  Project  W755.0  Stanford 
Heights  Reservoir  Seismic  Study. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Markas,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Makras,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted. 

92-0205         MR    Authorizing  the  PUC  General  Manager  to  amend  PUC's  existing 
contracts  with  the  California  Department  of  Transportation, 
Caltrans,  to  provide  feeder  bus  service  to  and  from  the  Caltrans 
terminal  at  4th  and  Townsend,  collect  ridership  data,  and  for  sales  of 
Peninsula  Passes;  and  transferring  the  management  of  these 
contracts  from  Caltrans  to  the  Joint  Powers  Board. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Carson,  Hardeman 


At  5:10  P.M.  Carson  was  excused. 


On  motion  of  Makras,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  foUowing 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0206         MR     Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  PubUc  Utilities  to  enter  into  a 
lease  agreement  with  the  Municipality  of  MetropoUtan  Seattle  for 
wheelchair  accessible  trolley  coaches  for  operation  on  line 
31 -Balboa  and  to  expend  available  funds  to  transport  said  coaches 
and  to  modify  said  coaches  to  make  them  suitable  for  Mumcipal 
Railway  service. 

VOTE:  Ayes -Chin,  Makras,  Hardeman 


92-139 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Chin,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0207         HH     Authorizing  the  PUC  General  Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  a 
three  (3)  year  extension  of  the  term  of  the  contract  with  Call 
Company  to  June  30,  1995,  with  no  additional  funding  at  this  time. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Chin,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0208         HH     Approving  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  second  renewal  of  a 
twenty-year  (20)  lease  arrangement  with  the  State  Department  of 
Fish  and  Game  to  commence  effective  July  1,  1992;  and  authorizing 
the  Real  Estate  Department  to  proceed  with  the  necessary  legislation 
whereby  the  Board  of  Supervisors  will  approve  die  agreement  and 
authorize  the  Mayor  to  execute  same  on  behalf  of  the  City. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Makxas,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0209         UEB  Approving  Takeover  Agreement  between  City  and  Federal 

Insurance  Company  to  provide  for  completion  of  Hetch  Hetchy 
Contract  No.  HH-830,  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  No.  2  -  Segment  2  - 
Replace  Mortar  Lining,  in  accordance  with  the  said  Contract  and 
subject  to  the  conditions  and  requirements  as  set  forth  in  said 
Takeover  Agreement,  and  authorizing  the  Manager,  Utihties 
Engineering  Bureau,  to  execute  said  Takeover  Agreement  on  behalf 
of  the  Public  UtiMties  Commission  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Makras,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0210         UEB   Approving  Amendment  No.  1  to  the  Personal  Services  Agreement 
Between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Pubhc  Utilities 
Commission,  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  and  Consohdated 
Engineering  Laboratories  for  Testing  Laboratory  and  Technical 
Engineering  Services  (UEB  Contract  No.  417),  which  amendment 
increases  the  maximum  amount  under  the  contract  from  $100,000  to 
$150,000.  and  extends  the  contract  completion  date  by  one  year. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Makras,  seconded  by  Chin,  the  following  resolution 
was  adopted: 

92-021 1         UEB  Approving  Debit  Modification  No.  8  in  the  amount  of  $150,000.00 
to  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  WD-2060,  San 
Andreas  Water  Treatment  Plant  Expansion  No.  2,  S.  J.  Amoroso 
Construction  Company,  Inc.A''erTett  Construction  Company,  Inc.. 
Contractor. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Hardeman 


92-140 


On  motion  of  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Chin,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0212  FM     Authorizing  the  Assistant  General  Manager,  Finance,  Public 

Utihties  Commission  to  certify  that  the  San  Francisco  Public 
Utihties  Commission  will  follow  Senate  Bill  2800  guideUnes  as 
approved  by  the  California  Transportation  Commission  (CTC)  and 
as  authorized  specifically  for  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  in  CTC  Resolution  No.  ALM-90-1,  to  enable  the 
advance  expenditure  of  required  local  match  funds  for  current  and 
future  state  funded  projects. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Makras,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0213  FM     Authorizing  the  Assistant  General  Manager,  Finance,  Public 

Utihties  Commission  to  apply  for,  accept  and  expend  $45,885,000 
for  1991-92  Proposition  108  Urban  Rail  Bonds  Funding,  and  an 
equal  amount  of  regional/local  matching  funds  for  the  following 
eight  Municipal  Railway  Projects:  Muni  Rail  Trolley  Overhead 
Study,  Muni  Metro  Extension  to  Sixth  Street,  Light  Rail  Vehicle 
Purchase  -  12  New  LRV's,  Muni  Metro  Subway  Signal  System, 
F-Market  Streetcar  Line  and  PCC  Streetcars,  F-Embarcardero 
Streetcar  Extension,  Muni  Metro  Extension  -  6th  to  16th  Streets,  and 
Mission  Bay  Trolley  Extension. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Makras,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0214  Authorizing  the  Assistant  General  Manager,  Finance,  PubUc 

Utihties  Commission  to  apply  for,  accept  and  expend  $15,374,260 
of  1992-93  State  of  California  Transit  Capital  Improvement  funds 
and  an  equal  amount  of  capital  matching  funds  for  the  following  15 
Municipal  Railway  capital  projects:  Muni  Metro  Turnback,  Diesel 
Bus  Rehab,  Articulated  Trolley  Purchase,  Market  Street 
Thoroughfare,  F-Market-Embarcadero  Streetcar  Line,  Trolley 
Overhead  Reconstruction,  Metro  Center  Improvements,  LRV 
Purchase,  Metro  East  Facility,  Cable  Car  Renovation,  71 -Noriega 
Electrification,  J/M  Layover  Terminals,  Metro  East/Illinois  RR 
Bridge,  Metro  Accessibihty  Improvements  and  14-Mission  Trolley 
Extension. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Makras,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0215  FM     Authorizing  the  use  of  standby  pay  for  the  Water  Department  and 

the  Finance  Bureau;  and  directing  staff  to  file  the  Standby  Pay 
Report  with  the  Civil  Service  Commission. 

VOTE:  Ayes  -  Chin,  Makras,  Hardeman 
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Requests  From  The  Commission 


Complaints 

Commissioner  Makras  requested  a  report  at  the  next  meeting  on  the  increase  in  Municipal 
Railway  complaints. 

J/M  Platfomi  and  Trackway  Improvement  Project 

President  Chin  requested  more  information  on  this  project,  including:  staff's  analysis  of 
the  cost  savings;  staff's  analysis  of  the  community  alternative,  with  estimates  of  both 
capital  and  operating  costs;  the  status  of  the  funding  if  the  pocket  tracks  are  deleted; 
documentation  on  other  areas  of  the  City  which  have  pocket  tracks;  and  the  sections  of  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  on  the  J-Line  Extension  which  dealt  with  this  project. 

Revenue  Vehicle  Insurance 

Commissioner  Makras  requested  information  at  the  next  meeting  on  the  City's  pohcy 
regarding  insurance  -  specifically,  whether  the  City  is  self-insured  or  does  the  City 
purchase  vehicle  insurance,  and  what  the  final  insurance  provisions  are  in  the  Seattle 
trolley  coach  lease. 

*************** 


Thereupon  the  Meeting  Was  Adjourned:    6:15  P.  M. 


Secretary 


92-142 


UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AMD  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


WHEREAS,  Under  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-1050,  the  installation  of 
traffic  pre-empts  at  various  locations  on  the  overhead  wire  system  for  the 
Trolley  Coaches  and  the  Light  Rail  Vehicles  is  to  be  performed; 

WHEREAS,   Funds  are  available  for  this  work  under  a  State  of  California 
Traffic  Systems  Management  Grant  now,   therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  approves  the  plans  and  specifications  as 
prepared  and  recommended  by  staff  and  hereby  authorizes  "Bid  Call"  as 
follows: 

Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-1050 
Overhead  Lines  Traction  Power  System 

Various  Locations  -  Installation  of  Traffic  Pre-empts  Phase  I 
and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,   That  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Class  l(c-13).  Section 
15101-112  of  the  State  Guidelines,   Public  Resources  Code  21085  for 
Categorical  Exemption,   the  Project  qualifies  for  categorical  exemption. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

JULY  141992 

at  its  meeting  of  *"   ZJJZ^fh  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,  The  project  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2132, 
Millbrae  Shops  Phase  HA  work  consists  of  constructing  a  new 
Maintenance  Shop,  installing  underground  utilities  work,  removing 
and  installing  in  kind  a  Gasoline  &  Diesel  Fuel  Dispensing  Station 
and  associated  contaminated  soil  removal/remediation  work;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  Department  of  City  Planning  has  determined  this 
project  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  the  Cal ifornia 
Environmental  Quality  Act  and  State  Guidelines  under  Class  2;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Funds  have  been  approved  in  the  Water 
Department  Capital  Improvement  Program  Budget  for  Fiscal  Year  1992- 
1993  and  will  ba  available  in  the  September  1992  prior  to  the 
scheduled  award  of  this  construction  contract;  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED;  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  bid  call  for 
Water  Department  Contract  WD-2132.  Millbrae  Shops  Phase  IIA. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  _ 

■11  MY      14  1992  ^ 


Secretary^  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CrrV  ANO  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


92-0200 


RESOLVED,   That   this  Commission  hereby  awards  San 
Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.   WD-2118,   Replace  Underground 
Fuel/Oil  Tanks  at  CDD  Yard  -  1990  Newcomb  Street,    in  the  amount  ot 
$375,928.00  to  Walton  Engineering,    Inc.,    837  Riske  Lane,  West 
Sacramento,  CA  95691,   as  the  lowest  responsive  bidder. 


NH:lms/76^5b 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  ii<as  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

JULY  141992   


at  its  meeting  of. 


Secrt^iarv.  I'uhlic  Unhties  Ckfmmisfiun 


PUBLIC  u  .  iLi  1  U  i:>  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  O'^Oi^ 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  accepts  the  work  perlormed  under  Hetch 
Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract  No.  HH-813R,  Assembly  and  Pre-Energization  Test  of 
Moccasin  Spare  Transformer,  as  satisfactorily  completed;  approves  debit  Modification  No.  2 
in  the  amount  of  $17,594.00;  authorizes  an  extension  of  time  for  unavoidable  delay  of  108 
days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $21 ,306.25  to  the  Contractor,  Caico  West 
Electric,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  rneetin,  of  Ml  141??2_ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commfssion 


PUBLIC    UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY   OF   BAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No 


WHEREAS,  under  the  authority  of  Charter  Section  3.501, 
the  General  IVfenager,  PUC  is  authorized  to  make  Non  Civil  Service 
and  Ifernporary  appointments  and  ranovals  theref  rem;  and 


WHEE?EAS,  such  appointments  and  removals  have  been 
ordered  by  the  General  IVfenager,  PUC;  and 


WHEREAS,  the  General  IVbnager,  PUC,  has  requested 
comdssion,  ratification  and  approval  of  such  appointments  and 
rennvals;  now  therefore  be  it 


RESOLVED,  the  Public  Utilities  Ccmnission  does  hereby 
ratify  and  approve  the  Ncn  Civil  Service  and  Temporary 
appointirents  and  ranovals  for  the  month  of  ISfey,  1992. 


217C-2 


/  herehy  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

JULY  141992 


at  its  meeting  of  

Secretary, 


:retary.  Public  Utilities  Commusfon 


PUBLIC  O  '         1  iti-:-  k_i_'iy|iVIK3i>10rJ 
crrv  AND  couNjy  of  san  francisco 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,  Muni  wishes  to  reallocate  suplus  funds  from  several  accounts  to 
fund  projected  deficits  in  other  accounts  to  enable  the  Controller's  office  to 
more  easily  process  payments  from  the  deficit  accounts;  and 

WHEREAS,  Muni  has  surpluses  available  from  the  following  accounts: 

1)  Payments  to  the  Bureau  of  Light,  Heat,  and  Power  (BLH&P)  - 
($100,000) 

2)  Data  Processing  Professional  Services  ($72,500) 

3)  CAO  Insurance  and  Risk  ($49,500) 

4)  Security  ($30,000) 

5)  Training  ($23,928) 

6)  Sewer  Services  ($4,720);  and 

WHEREAS.  Muni  has  deficits  in  the  following  accounts: 

1)  Payments  to  BART  for  Fast  Pass  Use  ($179,500) 

2)  Materials  &  Supplies  ($77,648) 

3)  Other  Contractual  Services  ($23,500);  now  THEREFORE  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  above  surpluses  shall  be  reallocated  to  fund  the 
above  deficits. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Pubtic  Utilities  Commission 


EG :1ms /I 090m 


at  its  meeting  of  ^ 


JULY 


141992 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CrrV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.    92  O'ff^O^ 


WHEREAS,  Woodward-Clyde  Consultant  completed  the  contract  work  tasks  for  Phase 
I  and  Phase  II  of  the  Seismic  Study  of  the  Stanford  Heights  Reservoir  in  1989;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  California  Water  Resources  Department,  Division  of  Safety  of  Dams 
requested  additional  engineering  analysis  to  determine  the  seismic  stability  of  the 
reservoir  embankment  during  saturated  conditions  and  subjected  to  the  stresses 
produced  during  a  Maximum  Credible  Earthquake;  and 

WHEREAS,    Drought  conditions  in  1989,  1990  and  1991  did  not  provide  the 
necessary  volume  of  rainfall  to  allow  saturation  of  the  embankment;  and 

WHEREAS,    Large  volume  of  rainfall  occurring  in  March  1992  provided  the 
requisite  conditions  to  allow  the  Embankment  Stability  Study  to  proceed;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  in  the  W755.0  Stanford  Heights  Reservoir  Seismic 
Study  Project;  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approves  the  request  to  extend  the  Professional 
Services  contract  completion  time  with  Woodward-Clyde  Consultants  from  August  1989 
to  December  31,  1992  to  perform  additional  work  consisting  of  Embankment  Stability 
Study  for  Water  Department  CIP  Project  W755.0  Stanford  Heights  Reservoir  Seismic 
Study. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

JULY  141992 

at  its  meeting  of  —  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTIL*  l  lti^  COMMISSION 

CTTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  RUNCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS.  On  July  17,  1990.  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  Resolution  90-0273  authorized  the  Municipal  Railway  to  execute 
Contract  No.  04E601-RO  with  the  California  Department  of  Transportation  to 
provide  feeder  bus  services  to  and  from  the  Caltrans  tprminal  at  4th  and 
Townsend.  collect  ridership  data  and  for  sales  of  Peninsula  Passes;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  November  11.  1991.  PUC  Resolution  91-0390  supplemented 
this  contract  by  Cooperative  Agreement  No.  RM-67  to  Include  Caltrain  passenger 
counts  in  the  data  collection  process  and  to  increase  the  maximum  reimbursement 
for  this  service  from  $7,500  to  $25,000;  and 

WHEREAS-  Both  Contract  No.  04E601-RO  for  feeder  bus  service  and  the 
Cooperative  Agreement  No.  RM-67  for  data  collection  will  expire  by  June  30, 
1992;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Municipal  Railway  proposes  to  amend  Contract  No. 
04E601-R0  and  execute  Cooperative  Agreement  No.  RM-79  (to  replace  No.  RM-67); 
now,  THEREFORE,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  does  hereby  agree  to  amend  Contract  No. 
04E601-RO  and  execute  Cooperative  Agreement  No.  RM-79  as  follows:  1)  During 
FY1992-93,  Caltrans  shall  continue  reimbursing  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
at  the  current  rate  of  $71.50  per  vehicle  hour  for  providing  feeder  bus 
service;  2)  the  termination  date  of  the  feeder  bus  contact  shall  be  extended 
from  June  30.  1992  to  December  31.  1992;  3)  the  expiration  date  for  the  data 
collection  Cooperative  Agreement  will  be  extended  from  June  30,  1992  to  June 
30.  1993;  and  4)  as  of  July  1.  1992,  all  rights,  duties  and  obligations  under 
Contract  No.  04E601-RO  will  be  transferred  from  Caltrans  to  the  Peninsula 
Corridor  Joint  Powers  Board;  and  be  it  FURTHER 

RESOLVED.  That  the  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  execute  the  amendment  to  Contract  No. 
04E601-RO  and  the  new  Cooperative  Agreement  No.  RM-79. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

,  >  ,        JULY     141992  ____ 

at  Its  meeting  of  _  — —  — 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


LG:Ims/1083m 


PUBLiC  UTILITit._^   _^  uiviivito^.^jN 

CITY  AND  COUNTV  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

92-0:^06 

RESOLUTrON  No.  


WHEREAS,   Construction  of  electrical  facilities  to  permit  conversion  of  line 
31-BALBOA  to  electric  trolley  coach  operation  have  recently  been  completed,  and 

WHEREAS/  Trolley  coaches  currently  in  the  Municipal  Railway  fleet  do  not 
contain  wheelchair  lifts  to  provide  accessible  service,  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Municipality  of  Metropolitan  Seattle  has  a  number  of 
lift-equipped  accessible  trolley  coaches  which  are  currently  surplus  to  their 
own  needs ,  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Municipality  of  Metropolitan  Seattle  has  offered  to  lease  a 
number  of  said  coaches  to  the  Municipal  Railway  at  a  cost  of  $141  per  coach 
per  year ;  now,   therefore ,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  and  directs  the  General 
Manager  of  Utilities  to  enter  into  a  lease  agreement  with  the  Municipality  of 
Metropolitan  Seattle  for  accessible,   lift-equipped  trolley  coaches  for  use  on 
line  31-BALBOA  using  any  legally  available  funds,   and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  further  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of 
Utilities  to  expend  available  funds  to  transport  said  coaches  and  to  modify 
said  coaches  to  make  them  suitable  for  Municipal  Railway  service. 


0583p/2 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

JULY  141992 


at  its  meeting  of , 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,   Call  Company  has  served  as  the  City's 
consultant  assisting  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  ("PUC")  and 
City  Attorney's  Office  since  1985,  and 

WHEREAS,   Mr.   Call  was  a  principal  negotiator  of  the 
City-PG&E  Long  Term  Agreement  and  was  significantly  involved  in 
the  negotiation  of  the  City-Districts  Agreements;  he  has 
developed  annotated  histories  of  these  negotiations  and  has  a 
level  of  knowledge  and  understanding  of  those  agreements  that  is 
important  to  the  City,  and 

WHEREAS,   The  Deputy  City  Attorney  most  familiar  with 
the  PG&E  contract  history  has  departed  City  service,  and 

WHEREAS,    It  is  desirable  to  Hetch  Hetchy  and  the  PUC 
attorneys  that  Call  Company  continue  to  serve  on  an  "as  needed" 
basis  handling  contract  interpretation  disputes,   monitoring  CPUC, 
FERC,   and  other  PG&E  rate  activities  which  might  impact  the  City, 
as  well  as  other  related  issues,  and 

WHEREAS,    It  is  desirable  that  this  Consultant  conduct 
certain  additional  work  providing  assistance  and  expert  testimony 
in  connection  with  the  ongoing  rate  renegotiation  with  PG&E,  and 

WHEREAS,   Funds  as  currently  authorized  by  the  PUC  are 
adequate  for  projected  FY  92-93  activities;   now,   therefore,   be  it 

RESOLVED,   That  the  Commission  authorize  the  PUC  General 

Manager  to  negotiate  and  execute  a  three   (3)   year  extension  of 

the  Term  of  the  Contract  to  June  30,    1995,   with  no  additional 
funding  at  this  time. 


H007525 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

JULY     1 4 1992   

at  its  meeting  of   


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Cor/mii 


mission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

Cmr  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


..^   92-0^08 


WHEREAS,   On  July  1,    1952,   the  City  executed  a  20 
year  lease  with  the  State  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  for  the 
purpose  of  constructing  and  maintaining  a  fish  hatchery  at 
Moccasin  Creek;  and 

WHEREAS,   The  State  submitted  a  new  20  year  lease 
agreement  effective  July  1,    1972  for  the  same  purpose  which 
was  approved  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  on  October 
24,    1972   in  its  Resolution  No.   72-0350;  and 

WHEREAS,   The  State  has  submitted  a  new  20  year  lease 
agreement  effective  July  1,    1992  for  maintenance  of  the 
current  fish  hatchery  with  access  to  utilities  as  specified 
in  said  agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,   Current  State  law  requires  the  owners  of  dams 
to  provide  free  land,  water,   and  electricity  to  collocated 
State  hatchery  facilities;   now,   therefore,   be  it 

RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  does  hereby  approve  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  said  agreement  and  does  hereby 
request  the  Director  of  Property  to  proceed  with  the 
necessary  legislation  whereby  the  Board  of  Supervisors  will 
approve  the  agreement  and  authorize  the  Mayor  to  execute  same 
on  behalf  of  the  City. 


H007471 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

^     ,  W  klULY  14199^ 

at  Its  meeting  of  — — 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTV  ANO  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


92-02O9 


WHEREAS,  By  Resolution  No.  91  -0341 ,  the  PUC  awarded  Hetch  Hetchy  Contract  HH- 
830,  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  No.  2  Segment  2,  Replace  Mortar  Lining,  to  Healy  Tibbitts  Builders, 
Inc.,  411  Brannan  Street,  San  Francisco,  California;  and 


WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  the  Contract,  the  Surety,  Federal  Insurance  Company,  issued 
Performance  and  Labor  and  Material  Bonds  on  behalf  of  Healy  Tibbitts  Builders,  Inc.  as 
Principal  to  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  as  Obligee  in  the  amount  of  $2,000,000  for 
Performance  and  $2,000,000  for  Labor  and  Materials;  and 


WHEREAS,  Healy  Tibbitts  was  defaulted  under  the  Contract  by  the  City  who  has  made 
demand  upon  Surety  under  the  terms  of  the  above-described  performance  bond  to  complete 
the  Contract;  and 


WHEREAS,  Surety  has  agreed  to  provide  for  the  performance  of  the  Contract  subject 
to  the  conditions  and  requirements  set  forth  in  the  Takeover  Agreement  between  the  City  and 
Surety;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  Takeover  Agreement  between 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  through  its  Public  Utilities  Commission  and  the  Surety, 
Federal  Insurance  Company,  whereby  said  Surety  will  complete  Hetch  Hetchy  Contract  No. 
HH-830,  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  No.  2,  Segment  2  -  Replace  Mortar  Lining,  in  accordance  with 
the  said  Contract  and  subject  to  the  conditions  and  requirements  as  set  forth  in  said  Takeover 
Agreement,  and  authorizes  the  Manager,  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau,  to  execute  said 
Takeover  Agreement  on  behalf  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


at  its  meeting  of. 


JULY  141992 


C'cretarv.  Public  i'tilities  Comftnission 


PUtLiv^  oi.Lw.t^  COMMISSION 

CTTV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


92-OiJlO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  UEB  currently  has  a  contract  with  Consolidated  Engineering  Laboratories 
to  provide  various  materials  testing  and  technical  services  on  an  "as-needed"  basis,  to  facilitate 
the  timely  planning,  design,  and  construction  of  various  UEB  projects,  and 


WHEREAS,  The  contract  is  currently  has  a  balance  of  approximately  $43,525  available 
for  future  tasks,  and  is  due  to  expire  on  June  30,  1992,  and 


WHEREAS,  A  need  has  recently  arisen  for  extensive  subsurface  soils  investigations  and 
geotechnical  work  to  support  the  design  by  UEB  staff  of  several  light  rail  projects  including  the 
planned  projects  along  the  waterfront,  and 


WHEREAS,  UEB  desires  to  obtain  services  under  the  current  "as-needed"  testing 
laboratory  and  testing  engineering  services  contract,  which  services  are  estimated  to  require 
a  one  year  duration  and  approximately  $90,000  of  project  funds,  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Amendment  No.  1  to  the  Personal 
Services  Agreement  Between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  and  Consolidated  Engineering  Laboratories  for 
Testing  Laboratory  and  Technical  Engineering  Services  (UEB  Contract  No.  417),  which 
amendment  increases  the  maximum  amount  under  the  contract  from  $100,000  to  $150,000, 
and  extends  the  contract  completion  date  by  one  year. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  V    llillY        ^  1992 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Cofnmission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.   ^  ^J— 1- 


WHEREAS,  Under  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract 
WD-2060,  San  Andreas  Water  Treatment  Plant  Expansion  No.  2  was 
awarded  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  S.  J.  Amoroso  Construction 
Company,  Inc.A^errett  Construction  Company,  Inc.,  in  the  amount,  as 
modified  to  date,  of  $33,653,980;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  contract  Includes  the  Special  Provision  for  the 
payment  of  Bonus  amounts  for  the  substantial  completion  of  specific 
project  elements  on  certain  calendar  dates;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  modification  to  the  contract  Is  requested  for  the 
payment  of  two  of  the  bonuses  for  the  substantial  completion  of  the  eight 
million  gallon  reservoir  and  the  filter  rehabilitation  work  by  June  1,  1992; 
now,  therefore,  be  It 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  approves  Debit  Contract 
Modification  No.  8  in  the  amount  of  $150,000.00  to  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  WD-2060.  San  Andreas  Water  Treatment  Plant 
Expansion  No.  2. 


/  hereby  cerHfy  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

JULY  141992 

at  its  meeting  of  — 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  torn 


s  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUhfTV  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


92-0212 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  The  legislature  passed  Senate  Bill  2800  (SB  2800)  (Chapter 
993,  Statutes  of  1990)  which  permits  a  local  agency  to  request  authorization 
from  the  California  Transportation  Commission  (CTC)  to  make  advance 
expenditures  of  local  funds  for  specified  projects;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  is  an 
eligible  reripient  of  the  State  funds  including  Proposition  116  Clean  Air  and 
Transportation  Improvement  Bonds.  Proposition  108  Urban  Rail  Bonds,  Transit 
Capital  Improvement  Funds,  Environmental  Enhancement  Funds.  Petroleum 
Violation  Escrow  Account.  Flexible  Congestion  Relief:  and 

WHEREAS,  The  California  Transportation  Commission,  on  April  25, 
1991  adopted  SB  2800  Guidelines  for  local  agencies  to  request  approval  of  an 
advanced  expenditure  of  local  funds  to  be  counted  towards  required  local  match 
for  State  funding  later;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  California  Transportation  Commission  on  Mav  23.  1991, 
approved  San  Francisco  PUC's  request  for  advance  expenditure  of  required 
matchinq  local  funds  per  SB  2800  for  four  PUC  State  Proposition  108-funded 
bond  projects,  subject  to  PUC  certifications;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  California  Transport?tion  Commission  and  California 
Department  of  Transportation  staff  have  requested  that  PUC  approve  a  sinqle 
resolution  pursuant  to  SB  2800  Guidelines  so  that  future  audits  of  advanced 
expenditure  of  required  local  match  funds  maintain  PUC  eligibility;  and 

WHEREAS.  Pursuant  to  SB  2800  Guidelines  and  California 
Iransportation  Commission  policy,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  certifies  to 

1.      Adhere  to  the  applicable  Internal  Revenue  Services  tax  regulations  to 
conform  to  future  guidelines  issued  by  the  State  Treasurer  regarding 
the  use  of  funds  derived  from  bond  sales,  and  to  indemnify  the 
California  Transportation  Commission.  California  Department  of 
Transportation,  and  the  State  Treasurer  against  any  penalties  or 
costs  related  to  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  failure  to 
meet  these  commitments;  and  to 

2       Fully  fund  the  completion  of  the  projects  described  above,  using 
local  fund  sources,  should  future  state  or  federal  funding  not  be 
ava  i 1  able ; 


now.   IHEREFORE  be  It 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager.  Finance.  Public 
Utilities  Commission  is  authorized  to  certifv  that  the  San  Francisco  Publi 
Utilities  Commission  will  follow  SB  2800  guidelines  as  approved  by  the  CTC 
as  authorized  specifically  for  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  1 
CTC  Resolution  No.  ALM-90-1 ,  to  enable  the  advance  expenditure  of  required 
local  match  funds  for  current  and  future  state  funded  projects;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance. 

Public  Utilities  Commission,  is  authorized  to  furnish  whatever  additional 

information  that  might  be  requested  by  the  funding  agencies  related  to  thi 
request . 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

JULY     1 4 1992   

at  its  meeting  of  


Secretary.  Public  Vdhfic.^  Corfrnission 


PUBLIC  OMMISSION 

err.  -INLi  Lt.Jl.iNI  I    111      -.AfJ  l-RANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


HHEREAS,  FY  1991-92  Proposition  108  Urban  Rail  Bond  Funding  Is  available 
for  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  Projects;  and 

HHEREAS,  The  proposed  application  includes  the  following  projects: 

1.  MUNI  Rail  Trolley  Overhead  Study 

2.  MUNI  Metro  Extension  to  Sixth  Street 

3.  Light  Rail  Vehicle  Purchase  -  12  New  LRVs 

4.  MUNI  Metro  Subway  Signal  System 

5.  F-MARKET  Streetcar  Line  and  PCC  Streetcars 

6.  F-EMBARCADERO  Streetcar  Extension 

7.  MUNI  Metro  Extension  -  6th  to  16th  Streets 

8.  Mission  Bay  Trolley  Extension 

WHEREAS,  These  projects  all  ranked  high  In  the  Municipal  Railway  Capital 
Improvement'program,  San  Francisco  Congestion  Management  Plan,  and  the 
Regional  and  State  Transportation  Improvement  Programs;  and 

WHEREAS,  All  of  the  projects  in  this  application  address  serious 
transportation  problems  in  San  Francisco's  transit  system  and  are  ready  for 
funding  in  this  fiscal  year;  and 

WHEREAS,  Matching  funds  will  be  obtained  from  regional  and  local  sources 
including    Regional  Bridge  Tolls,  Transit  Development  Act,  State  Transit 
Assistance  and  AB  1107  funds  allocated  by  the  Metropolitan  Transportation 
Commission,  as  well  as  locally  allocated  funds  Including  the  Transit  Impact 
Development  Fee.  Transportation  Sales  Tax  proceeds  and/or  from  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Railway  Improvement  Corporation.    Additional  regional  funding  is 
available  from  BART  specifically  on  the  MUNI  Metro  Extension. 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  costs  for  these  projects  Include: 

In-house  Design/Support 
Professional  Services 
Construction  Contracts 
Equipment  Contracts 

Project  Administration  &  Indirect  Costs 

TOTAL 

WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  has  previously  approved  and 
adopted  the'senate  Bill  2800  (SB  2800)  Guidelines  and  California 
Transportation  Commission  policy  authorizing  the  advanced  expenditure  of 
required  match  local  funds  for  this  project;  now,  THEREFORE  be  it 


$  4.610,204 
1 .197.250 
30,801 .000 
6,715,000 
2.561  .546 

$45,885,000 


GB:HG:1ins/6239G 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTV  AND  COUf<TY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager,  Finance,  Public  Utilities 
Commission  is  authorized  by  this  Commission  to  follow  SB  2800  Guidelines  and 
approved  California  Transportation  Commission  policy,  to  expend  in  advance 
required  local  match  funds  for  these  state  funded  projects;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager.  Finance,  Public 
Utilities  Commission  is  hereby  authorized  to  apply  for,  accept,  and  expend 
$45,885,000  from  1991-92  Urban  Rail  Bond  Funding  for  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Railway  Projects  and  an  equal  amount  from  such  regional  and  local 
match  fund  sources  as  Regional  Bridge  Tolls,  Transit  Development  Act,  State 
Transit  Assistance,  AB  1107,  the  Transit  Impact  Development  Fee, 
Transportation  Sales  Tax.  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  Improvement 
Corporation  funds,  and/or  BART  funds,  for  the  above  listed  Municipal  Railway 
projects;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance,  Public 
Utilities  Commission  Is  authorized  to  furnish  whatever  additional  Information 
might  be  requested  by  the  funding  agencies  in  connection  with  this  grant 
request;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager,  Finance  is 
authorized  to  execute  fund  transfer  agreements  with  the  State  of  California 
Department  of  Transportation  to  accept  these  funds;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  requests  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Railway  Improvement  Corporation  to  provide  local  match  funds  for 
these  grant  projects  if  PUC  cannot  obtain  the  required  match  from  other 
sources;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  requests  the  San  Francisco 
Transportation  Authority  to  provide  local  match  funds  for  these  grant  projects 
if  PUC  cannot  obtain  required  match  from  other  sources. 


GB:MG:1ms/6239G 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  Its  meeting  of   W  '  ^   


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLfC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  The  State  Constitution  under  Article  XIX  makes  available  funds 
for  fixed  guideway  transit  capital  improvements  from  State  Highway  Account 
monies;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  State  Constitution,  pursuant  to  the  the  Clean  Air  and 
Transportation  Act  of  1990  (Proposition  116),  makes  transit  capital  funding 
available  through  the  Transportation  Planning  and  Development  Account;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Governor  and  the  Legislature  may  make  additional  transit 
capital  funding  available,  using  resources  from  the  Petroleum  Violation  Escrow 
Account  and/or  the  Kopp-Katz-Baker  Transportation  Blueprint  for  the 
Twenty-First  Century  (Proposition  111);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  proposed  application  includes  the  following  projects: 


1 .  Muni  Metro  Turnback 

2.  Diesel  Bus  Rehabilitation 

3.  Articulated  Trolley  Purchase 

4.  Market  Street  Thoroughfare 

5.  F-MARKET-EMBARCADERO  Streetcar  Line 

6.  Trolley  Overhead  Reconstruction 

7.  Metro  Center  Improvements 

8.  LRV  Purchase 

9 .  Metro  East  Faci 1 i  ty 

10.  Cable  Car  Renovation 

11.  71-NORIEGA  Electrification 

12.  J/M  Layover  Terminals 

13.  Metro  East/Illinois  RR  Bridge 

14.  Metro  Accessibility  Improvements 

15.  14-MISSION  Trolley  Extension 


WHEREAS,  These  projects  all  ranked  high  in  the  Municipal  Railway 
Capital  Improvement  Program  and  the  Regional  and  State  Transportation 
Improvement  Programs;  and 

WHEREAS,  All  of  the  projects  in  this  application  address  serious 
transportation  problems  in  San  Francisco's  transit  system  and  are  ready  for 
funding  In  the  next  fiscal  year;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission  provides  local 
match  funds  from  TDA.  AB  1107  resources.  Bridge  Tolls,  and  State  Transit 
Assistance  revenues  to  high  priority  projects  in  the  regional  transit  capital 
plan;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  provides  local  matching  funds  from 
the  Transit  Impact  Development  Fees  to  high  priority  projects  in  the  MUNI 
capital  improvement  program;  and 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  .  


NHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  Improvement  Corporation 
provides  local  matching  funds  from  the  Corporation's  resources  to  high 
priority  projects  in  the  MUNI  capital  improvement  program;  and 

HHEREAS,  The  Transportation  Authority  provides  local  matching  funds 
from  the  Transportation  Sales  Tax  Revenues  to  high  priority  projects  in  the 
MUNI  capital  improvement  program;  and 

HHEREAS,  The  estimated  costs  of  these  projects  includes: 

Project  Engineerlng/CM  $3,534,876 

Professional  Services  5,140,476 

Construction  Contracts  5.641,180 

Equipment  Purchase  14,637,850 

Project  Management/Indirect  Cost   1 ,794.138 

TOTAL  PROJECT  COST  $30,748,520 

State  TCI  Share  $15,374,260 
Local  Amount  15,374.260 

Total  Funding  $30,748,520 
now.  THEREFORE,  be  it 

RESOLVED.  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager,  Finance,  Public  Utilities 
Commission    is  hereby  authorized  to  apply  for.  accept,  and  expend  $15,374,260 
from  1992-93  State  Transit  Capital  Improvement  funds  and  $15,374,260  from  such 
regional  and  local  matching  fund  sources  as  State  Transit  Assistance  funds. 
Transportation  Development  Act,  AB  1107  funds.  Bridge  Toll  Revenues.  Petroleum 
Violation  Escrow  Account  funds.  Transit  Impact  Development  Fees, 
Transportation  Sales  Tax  Revenues,  and/or  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway 
Improvement  Corporation  funds  for  the  above-listed  Municipal  Railway  projects; 
and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance,  Public 
Utilities  Commission,  is  authorized  to  furnish  whatever  additional  information 
might  be  requested  by  the  funding  agencies  in  connection  with  this  grant 
request;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager.  Finance,  Is 
authorized  to  execute  fund  transfer  agreements  with  the  State  of  California 
Department  of  Transportation  to  accept  these  funds;  and  be  It 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  requests  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Railway  Improvement  Corporation  provide  local  matching  funds  for 
these  grant  projects  If  the  PUC  cannot  obtain  required  match  from  other 
sources;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  requests  the  San  Francisco 
Transportation  Authority  provide  local  matching  funds  for  these  grant  projects 
if  the  PUC  cannot  obtain  required  match  from  other  sources. 
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/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

i.  JULY  i4iay2 

at  Its  meeting  of  !!    _— 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FHANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  M«  92"^0Ail-5 


WHEREAS,  The  Civil  Service  Commission  has  asked  departments 
planning  to  schedule  standby  pay  for  1992-93  file  i\  report  with  the 
Commission,  and; 

WHFREAS,  The  report  which  must  be  approved  by  the  department's 
governing  body  must  include  the  need  for  standy  pay,  the  names, 
classifications,  the  rates  of  pay  and  the  schedule  for  employees  assigned 
this  service,  and: 

HHEREAS,  Currently  only  the  Water  Dfp.irtment  and  the  Finance 
Bureau  schedule  standby  pay  for  their  operations,  now,  therefore,  be  it; 

RESOLVED.  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  use  of  standby 
pay  for  the  Water  Department  and  the  Finance  Bureau,  and  be  it  further; 

RESOLVED.  That  the  standby  report  for  these  two  departments  is 
filed  with  the  Civil  Service  Commission. 


/biQb 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

yULY  141992 

at  Its  meeting  of  35  


Secretary, 


,0  d/UJa/^ 

Public  Utilities  C6mn 


mmission 


MINUTES 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Frank  M.  Jordan 
Mayor 

REGULAR  MEETING 
Room  282,  City  Hall 
2:00  P.M. 
July  28,  1992 

COMMISSIONERS 
Gordon  Chin,  President 
Victor  G,  Makras,  Vice  President 
James  D.  Jefferson 
Patricia  A.  Carson 
Michael  E.  Hardeman 


DEPARTMENTS  BUREAUS 

Hetch  Hetchy  Projects  Energy  Conservation 

Municipal  Railway  Engineering  and  Construction 

Management 

Water  Department 

Financial  Management 

Infomiation  Systems 

Management  Efficiency  and 
Productivity 

Personnel  and  Training 


Thomas  J.  Elzey 
GENERAL  MANAGER 

Romaine  A.  Boldridge 
SECRETARY 


92-143 


CalJ  to  Order:  2:15  p.m. 


Present;  President  Gordon  Chin,  Vice  President  Victor  G.  Makras,  Commissioner 

James  D.  Jefferson,  Commissioner  Patricia  A.  Carson,  Commissioner 
Michael  E.  Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Commissioner  Hardeman,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Jefferson,  the 
Minutes  of  the  Regular  Meeting  of  July  14,  1992  were  approved. 

A  tape  of  the  meeting  is  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission. 


RESOLUTION 
NO. 

On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Chin,  the  foOowing  resolution 
was  adopted  in  executive  session: 

92-0216         MR    Approving  settlement  in  the  case  of  Jerri  Smock  v.  CCSF,  et  al. 
Superior  Court  No.  930-622. 

VOTE:  Ayes-Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson 
Noes-Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Chin,  the  following  resolution 
was  adopted: 

92-0217  MR     Requesting  the  Controller  to  draw  warrants  in  payment  of  claims 

against  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway,  totalling  $179,000.00. 

VOTE:  Ayes-Chin,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 
Excused  -  Makras 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0218         WD    Authorizing  bid  call  for  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2134, 
CDD  Summit  Pump  Station  Standby  Generator  and  Related  Work. 

VOTE:  Ayes-Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0219         MR    Accepting  the  work  performed  under  Contract  No.  MR-892  at  the 
Scott  Facihty  by  San  Luis  Construction  as  satisfactorily  completed, 
approving  Contract  Modification  No.  3  in  the  credit  amount  of 
($2,308.20)  and  authorizing  final  payment  in  the  amount  of 
$5,478.10  to  the  Contractor,  San  Luis  Construction. 

VOTE:  Ayes-Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-9220         GM     Ratifying  and  approving  the  Non  Civil  Service  and  Temporary 
appointments  and  removals  made  by  the  Geneal  Manager  for  the 
month  of  June,  1992. 


VOTE:  Ayes-Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 
92-144 


RESOLUTION 

On  motion  of  Makras,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0221  MR     Rejecting  protest  of  Angotti  and  Reilly  in  the  matter  of  Contract  No. 

MR-889R,  Flynn  Facility  Modifications. 

VOTE:  Ayes-Makras,  Carson,  Hardeman 
Noes-Chin,  Jefferson 

On  motion  of  Makras,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0222         MR     Rejecting  all  bids  and  authorizing  rebidding.  Municipal  Railway 
Contract  No.  MR-889R,  Flynn  Facility  Modifications. 

VOTE:  Ayes-Makras,  Carson,  Hardeman 
Noes-Chin,  Jefferson 

On  motion  of  Makras,  seconded  by  Carson,  the  following  resolution 
was  adopted: 

92-0223         WD    Accepting  work  performed  under  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2067,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in 
Hayes  Street  between  Buchanan  and  Larkin  Streets,  as  satisfactorily 
completed;  approving  debit  Contract  Modification  No.  1  in  the 
amount  of  $22,601.50;  authorizing  an  extension  of  time  for 
unavoidable  delays  of  22  working  days;  disapproving  26  working 
days  which  equates  to  38  calendar  days  and,  therefore,  assessing 
liquidated  damages  for  38  calendar  days  at  $200.00  per  day  for  a 
total  amount  of  $7,600.00;  and  authorizing  fmal  payment  in  the 
amount  of  $12,584.60  to  the  Contractor,  P  &  J  Utility  Company. 

VOTE:  Ayes-Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson 
Noes -Hardeman 

On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0224         MR     Authorizing  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance,  Public 

Utihties  Commission  to  apply  for,  accept,  and  expend  $7,507,831  in 
FTA  Section  9  operating  assistance,  $4,974,542  in  FTA  Section  9 
capital  assistance,  $25,000,000  in  FTA  Section  3  Fixed  Guideway 
capital  assistance,  $12,400,000  in  federal  Surface  Transportation 
Program/Congestion  Management  Air  Quality  capital  assistance, 
regional,  and  $10,530,276  from  state,  regional,  and  local  match 
funds  such  as  State  Transit  Capital  Improvement  Funds,  State  Urban 
Rail  Bond  Funds,  State  Clean  Air  and  Transportation  Improvement 
Act  Bond  Funds,  State  Transit  Assistance  Funds,  State 
Transportation  Development  Act  Funds,  Bridge  Toll  Net  Revenues. 
Regional  Measure  One  funds,  Gas  Tax  Revenues,  Transit  Impact 
Development  Fees,  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  Improvement 
Corporation  Funds,  San  Francisco  Coimty  Transportation  Sales  Tax, 
Port  of  San  Francisco  Funds,  Catellus  Corporation  Funds  for  the 
following  Municiapl  Railway  projects:  Operating  Assistance,  Muni 
Metro  Turnback,  Trolley  Bus  Purchase,  Trolley  Overhead 
Reconstnjction:  14-MISSlON,  Muni  Metro  Accessibihty 
Imporvement,  Cable  Car  Vehicle  Renovation,  Light  Rail  Vehicle 
purchase,  and  Metro  East  Light  Rail  Vehicle  Facility/nUnois  Street 
Bridge. 

VOTE:  Ayes-Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


92-145 


RESOLUTION 
NO. 


On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Makras,  the  followLng 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0225  FTvl     Authorizing  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance,  Public 

Utilities  Commission  to  commit  $6,250,000  from  the  Transit  Impact 
Development  Fee  as  local  match  funds  for  the  Muni  Metro 
Turnback  Project. 

VOTE:  Ayes-Chin.  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 

f 

On  motion  of  Jefferson,  seconded  by  Hardeman,  the  foUowing 
resolution  was  adopted: 

92-0226         FM     Authorizing  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance,  Public 

Utilities  Commission  to  apply  for,  accept,  and  expend  $14,788,500 
from  1993-94  State  Transit  Capital  Improvement  funds  and 
$14,788,500  from  such  regional  and  local  matching  fund  sources  as 
Clean  Air  and  Transportation  Act  of  1990  Bonds,  State  Transit 
Assistance  funds.  Transportation  Development  Act  funds,  AB  1107 
funds,  AB664  Bridge  Toll  funds.  Regional  Measure  One  Bridge 
Tolls,  Transit  Impact  Development  Fees,  Transportation  Sales  Tax 
Revenues,  and/or  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway 
Improvement  Corporation  funds  for  the  above-listed  Municipal 
Railway  projects. 

VOTE:  Ayes-Chin,  Makras,  Jefferson,  Carson,  Hardeman 


Copies  of  the  above  resolutions  are  on  file  in  the  office  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  PubUc  Utilities  Commission, 


Announcements 

President  Chin  reported  that  the  Commission  met  in  executive  session  immediately  before 
this  meeting  and  approved  settlement  in  the  case  of  Jerri  Smock  v.  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  Superior  Court  No.  930-622. 

Commissioner  Hardeman  reported  that  he  toured  both  the  east  bay  and  peninsula  facilities 
of  the  Water  Department  with  the  General  Manager  and  other  staff.  He  reported  that  he 
attended  the  annual  cable  car  bell  ringmg  contest.  Commissioner  Hardeman  also  visited 
the  site  of  the  J&M  line  project  on  19th  Avenue  with  Municipal  Railway  staff  and 
community  representatives.  He  said  that  the  community  suggested  planting  grass  in  the 
right-of-way  and  staff  agreed  to  look  into  it. 

Requests  from  the  Commissioner 
Employee  Passes  and  Vehicle  Usage 

Commissioner  Jefferson  requested  copies  of  the  applicable  sections  of  the  Memorandums 
of  Understanding  that  relate  to  employee  passes  or  use  of  City  vehicles. 


THEREUPON,  THE  MEETING  WAS  ADJOURNED:  4:50  P.M. 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 
Secretary 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

crrr  and  coursrry  of  san  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  Na  


WHEREAS,  the  City  Attorney  and  PUC  General  Claims  Agent  have 
recommended  that  the  litigation  entitled  Jerri  Smock  vs .  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  Municipal  Railway,  Does  1  through  100,  San 
Francisco  Superior  Court  Case  No.  930-622,  be  settled  for  the  gross 
amount  of  $675,000.00;  and 

WHEREJIS,  such  settlement  is  in  the  best  interest  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco;     NOW,    THEREFORE,    BE  IT 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  approves  settlement  of  said 
litigation  in  the  gross  amount  of  $675, 000.00. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  /or^oin^^p^o/^^j^n  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  ^3  — yey^^  s  *.  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


y2-o;(ii7 


RESOLVED ,  That  on  recommendation  of  the  General  Manager 
of  Public  Utilities,  the  PUC  Finance  Director  and  the  City 
Attorney,  this  Commission  hereby  requests  the  Controller  to  allot 
funds  and  to  draw  warrants  against  such  funds  as  are  or  will  be 
available  in  payment  of  claims  against  the  San  Francisco  Municipal 
Railway  as  shown  below . 


CLAIMANT  & 
COURT  NO. 


ACCIDENT  NO.  & 
SPECIFIED  SPECIALS 
PRAYER 


TYPE 


ACCIDENT 

DATE  PI/PD  SETTLEMENT 


Non-Litigated: 
None 

Litigated : 

Sharon  L.  Sabol 
on  behalf  of 
Dorothy  Texeira 
S936-645 


89-C-0042-1  $31, 2  99.25  11-6 
$531,299.25 


Nancy  Di:;on  and       90-B-1237-1     $12,  000.00  3-4 

Lorraine  Chilton  $500,000.00 

S936-929 


Audrey  Davis 
S928-169 

Mary  Reardon 
S910-672 


89-T-0894-3  $22,401.95  2-7 
$875,000.00 

88-Z-0084-1  $37, 197 .37  11-9 
*Unstated 


Judgment : 
None 

TOTAL  SETTLEMENT  (4) 
**ACD-As  Court  Determine 


08-17-89     PI  $40,000.00 


02-10-91     PI       $29, 000. GO 


02-12-90     PI  $60,000.00 


09-17-88     PI  $50,000.00 


$179,000.00 


INDEX 


632091 


SUB  OBJECT 


1450 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

JULY  211992  


at  its  meeting  of  _ 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commission 


h  Ubi_IC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTrON  No.  


WHEREAS,  The  project  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2134, 
CDD  Summit  Pump  Station  Standby  Generator  and  Related  Work  consists 
of  providing  a  standby  electrical  power  to  run  all  four  pumps  of 
Summit  Pump  Station  during  an  emergency;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Department  of  City  Planning  has  determined  this 
project  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  the  Cal iforni  a 
Environmental  Quality  Act  and  State  Guidelines  under  Class  l(b)(f) 
and  2(c);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  funds  for  thi  s  work  are  avail  able  in  San 
Francisco  Water  Department  Appropriation  32-001,  Project  Work  Phase 
79.401,  Standby  Generators;  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  bid  call  for 
Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2134,  CDD  Summit  Pump  Station 
Standby  Generator  and  Related  Work. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  ref;olution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  Us  meeting  .f  JULY  28  1992 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COU^f^Y  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  accepts  the  work  performed  under  Contract  No. 
MR-892  at  the  Scott  Facility  by  San  Luis  Construction  as  satisfactorily  completed, 
approves  Contract  Modification  No.  3  in  the  credit  amount  of  ($2,308.20),  and  authorizes 
final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $5,478.10  to  the  Contractor,  San  Luis  Construction. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

JULY     28  1992 


at  its  meeting  of. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILi  I  it^  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

BESOLUTrON  NoQ^"*  0/2^0 


WHEREAS,  under  the  authority  of  Charter  Section  3.501, 
the  General  IVfenager,  PQC  is  authorized  to  make  Non  Civil  Service 
and  Tatporary  appoiatments  and  ranovals  theref  ran;  and 


WHEREAS,  such  appointments  and  removals  have  been 
ordered  by  the  Gene3:al  ly^nager,  PQC;  and 


WHEREAS,  the  General  Nfenager,  PQC,  has  requested 
cdTtnission,  ratification  and  approval  of  such  appointnents  and 
rsnovals;  now  therefore  be  it 


RESOLVED,  the  Public  Utilities  Comdssion  does  hereby 
ratify  and  approve  the  Non  Civil  Service  and  Tatporary 
appointments  and  ronovals  for  the  month  of  June,  1992. 


217C-2 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeUng  nf         JULY  1992  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


Cfrv  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  5^2— Oji^S^ 


HHEREAS,  A  protest  was  filed  wUh  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
regarding  the  staff  determination  on  DBE  requirements  for  the  Flynn  Facility 
Modifications  Contract;  and 

WHEREAS.  Angotti  and  Reilly  also  filed  a  protest  with  the  FTA  in  this 
same  matter;  and 

HHEREAS,  The  FTA  upheld  the  Angotti  and  Reilly  protest  on  procedural 
grounds,  directing  the  PUC  to  revise  its  bid  protest  procedures  and  hold  a 
hearing  at  the  Commission  for  the  protestor;  and 

HHEREAS,  The  PUC's  bid  protest  procedures  have  been  revised 
accordingly  and  the  hearing  held  for  the  protestor;  and 

HHEREAS.  The  PUC  has  determined  on  the  basis  of  evidence  presented  at 
this  hearing  that  the  protest  Is  without  merit;  now,  THEREFORE,  be  1t 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  rejects  the  protest  of  Angotti 
and  Reilly  in  the  matter  of  Flynn  Facility  Modifications,  Contract  No.  MR-889R, 
FTA  Grant  No.  CA-90-00103  and  CA-23-2023. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

JULY  281992 


at  its  meeting  of 
7633b 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


OTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  ^^"^OUZZ 


mnH^f  "^^^^^'  Under  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-889R 
Fac3l]?yrand  P^^^o-^nied  at  the  H.  Welton  Flynn  Motor  Coach  Division 

for  con™V-8^^^^^^^  ''''^        '""'''^  ''''^''^^  ---^^  bids 

Rpillv""l^"^'A.^D^^'  ^'J^^^""^  °f  Contract  Compliance  has  determined  Angotti  and 
nlllh    ll'  b^  ^  non-responsive  bidder  due  to  its  failure  to  exercise 

good  faith  efforts  to  meet  the  Disadvantaged  Business  Enterprise  (DBF) 
requirements  specified  in  the  contract;  and  ^'MM^e  ^utstj 

M.nn^.""r^"^.'  Director  of  Contract  Compliance  has  determined  Cuevas- 

Mann  on  Construction.  A  Joint  Venture,  (C-M),  having  met  the  contract  DBF 
requirements,  to  be  the  lowest  responsive  bidder;  and 

notifien^Piir'^  inTSllT^  "^^ll  .T*'  established  protest  procedure,  A&R  was 
notined  ot  PUC  s  intent  to  award  this  contract  to  C-H;  and 

(FTA);'^and"^'         protested  this  award  to  the  Federal  Transit  Administration 

nrntP^^tn^hJc^'^  recommended  that  A&R  be  given  an  opportunity  to  present  its 
protest  to  this  Commission;  and  ■> 

WHEREAS,  this  Commission  has  heard  the  arguments  presented  by  A&R;  and 

Reinv'^^n^?;c/h^   ''"^^■'f   ^^'^'li^^   Commission   has   determined  Angotti  and 
Keilly  s  protest  has  merit;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  rejects  all  bids  and  authorizes  the 
Modifications'"^^*"^"^    ^''^^'^      ^^^'"^  ^^'^  Contract  as  MR-889R2,  Flynn  Facility 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

JULY     28  1992 


at  its  meeting  of. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commi^ion 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTV  ANO  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.    ^2  0223 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  accepts  the  work  performed  under  San  Francisco 
Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2067,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  Hayes  Street 
between  Buchanan  and  Larkin  Streets,  as  satisfactorily  completed;  approves  debit  Contract 
Modification  No.  1  in  the  amount  of  $22,601.50;  authorizes  an  extension  of  time  for 
unavoidable  delays  of  22  working  days;  disapproves  the  26  working  days  which  equates  to  38 
calendar  days,  submitted  by  the  Contractor  as  unavoidable  delays  and,  therefore,  assesses  the 
Contractor  liquidated  damages  for  the  38  calendar  days  at  $200.00  per  day  as  avoidable  delay 
for  a  total  amount  of  $7,600.00;  and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $12,584.60  to 
the  Contractor,  P  &  J  Utility  Company. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  W  28  1992  


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Comr^ission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

crry  AND  county  of  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  '>^i^t^0^ 


WHEREAS.  The  Secretary  of  Transportation  Is  authorized  to  make  monies 
available  pursuant  to  the  Intermodal  Surface  Transportation  and  Efficiency  Act 
of  1991  for  mass  transportation  projects;  and 

NHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission,  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  is  an  eligible  claimant  for  capital  assistance  projects  pursuant  to 
the  Section  3  Fixed  Guideway  Program  included  in  the  Intermodal  Surface 
Transportation  and  Efficiency  Act  of  1991;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission,  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  is  an  eligible  claimant  for  operating  subsidies  and  capital 
assistance  projects  pursuant  to  Section  9  of  the  Intermodal  Surface 
Transportation  and  Efficiency  Act  of  1991;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission.  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  is  an  eligible  claimant  for  flexible  capital  assistance  projects 
pursuant  to  the  Surface  Transportation  Program  included  in  the  Intermodal 
Surface  Transportation  and  Efficiency  Act  of  1991;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission,  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  is  an  eligible  claimant  for  flexible  capital  assistance  projects 
pursuant  to  the  Congestion  Management  Air  Quality  Program  included  in  the 
Intermodal  Surface  Transportation  and  Efficiency  Act  of  1991;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  grant  contract  for  financial  assistance  will  impose  certain 
obligations  upon  the  applicant,  including  the  provision  by  it  of  the  local 
share  of  project  costs;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  local  share  of  project  costs  can  be  funded  through  a 
variety  of  sources  including  State  Transit  Capital  Improvement  Funds.  State 
Urban  Rail  Bond  Funds,  State  Clean  Air  and  Transportation  Improvement  Act  Bond 
Funds,  State  Transit  Assistance  Funds,  State  Transportation  Development  Act 
Funds,  Bridge  Toll  Net  Revenues,  Regional  Measure  One  Funds.  Gas  Tax  Revenues. 
Transit  Impact  Development  Fees,  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  Improvement 
Corporation  Funds.  San  Francisco  County  Transportation  Sales  Taxes,  Port  of 
San  Francisco  Funds,  and/or  Catellus  Corporation  Funds;  and 

WHEREAS.  It  is  required  by  the  U.S.  Department  of  Transportation  In 
accord  with  the  provision  of  Title  VI  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964.  that  in 
connection  with  the  filing  of  an  application  for  for  federal  assistance,  the 
applicant  give  an  assurance  that  it  will  comply  with  Title  VI  of  the  Civil 
Rights  Act  of  1964  and  the  U.S.  Department  of  Transportation  requirements 
thereunder;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  the  goal  of  the  applicant  that  disadvantaged  business 
enterprises  be  utilized  to  the  fullest  extent  possible  in  connection  with  this 
project,  and  that  definitive  procedures  shall  be  established  and  administered 
to  ensure  that  disadvantaged  businesses  shall  have  the  maximum  possible 
opportunity  to  compete  for  contracts,  supplies,  equipment  contracts,  or 
consultant  and  other  services;  and 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLirriON  No.  92  W 


HHEREAS.  Section  3  FiKed  Guideway,  Section  9.  STP,  and  CMAQ  are 
formula-apportioned  resources  that  may  be  used  for  any  eligible  planning, 
capital,  and  operating  purposes;  and 

HHEREAS,  The  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission  (MTC)  is  preparing  a 
regional  grant  application  for  Section  3  Fixed  Guideway,  Section  9,  STP.  and 
CMAQ  capital  and  operating  assistance  funding  in  FY93;  and 

HHEREAS,  The  Municipal  Railway's  projects  that  are  included  in  the 
regional  grant  application  are  high  priority  Municipal  Railway  capital 
improvements  in  the  current  Short  Range  Transit  Plan;  and 

HHEREAS,  Operating  assistance  is  already  included  in  Muni's  adopted 
budget;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  program  of  project  costs  are  estimated  as  follows: 

$  7,507,831  -  Operating  Assistance 

$48,422,724  -  Construction/Purchase/TPA  Contracts 

$  3.067,479  -  In-House  Design/Project  Management/Rehab 

$  1 .414.615  -  Indirect  Costs 

$52,904,818  -  Total  Project  Cost 

now.  THEREFORE    be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance.  Public 
Utilities  Commission,  is  authorized  to  apply  for.  accept,  and  expend 
$7,507,831  in  FTA  Section  9  operating  assistance.  $4,974,542  in  FTA  Section  9 
capital  assistance.  $25,000,000  in  FTA  Section  3  Fixed  Guideway  capital 
assistance,  $12,400,000  In  federal  Surface  Transportation  Program/Congestion 
Management  Air  Quality  capital  assistance,  regional,  and  $10,530,276  from 
state,  regional,  and  local  match  funds  such  as  State  Transit  Capital 
Improvement  Funds,  State  Urban  Rail  Bond  Funds,  State  Clean  Air  and 
Transportation  Improvement  Act  Bond  Funds,  State  Transit  Assistance  Funds. 
State  Transportation  Development  Act  Funds.  Bridge  Toll  Net  Revenues.  Regional 
Measure  One  Funds,  Gas  Tax  Revenues,  Transit  Impact  Development  Fees,  San 
Francisco  Municipal  Railway  Improvement  Corporation  Funds.  San  Francisco 
County  Transportation  Sales  Taxes,  Port  of  San  Francisco  Funds,  Catellus 
Corporation  Funds  for  the  following  Municipal  Railway  projects:  Operating 
Assistance,  Muni  Metro  Turnback,  Trolley  Bus  Purchase,  Trolley  Overhead 
Reconstruction:  14-MISSION.  Muni  Metro  Access! bi 1 i ty  Improvements,  Cable  Car 
Vehicle  Renovation.  Light  Rail  Vehicle  purchase,    and  Metro  East  Light  Rail 
Vehicle  Facility  /Illinois  Street  Bridge;  and  be  It  FURTHER 

RESOLVED.  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance,  Public 
Utilities  Commission  is  authorized  to  execute  and  file  an  application  on 
behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  with  the  United  States 
Department  of  Transportation  to  aid  in  the  financing  of  planning,  capital, 
and/or  operating  assistance  projects  pursuant  to  Section  3,  Section  9.  STP, 
CMAQ  program  funding;  and  be  It  further 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


92-0224 

RESOLUTION  No.  ^r>^i^>f-M 


RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance.  Public 
Utilities  Commission  is  authorized  to  execute  and  file  with  such  application 
an  assurance  or  any  other  document  required  by  the  United  States  Department  of 
Transportation  effectuating  the  purpose  of  Title  VI  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of 
1964;  and  be  It  further 

RESOLVED.  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance,  Public 
Utilities  Commission  is  authorized  to  furnish  whatever  additional  information 
might  be  requested  by  the  funding  agencies  in  connection  with  this  request; 
and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  General  Manager.  Public  Utilities  Commission  is 
authorized  to  set  forth  and  execute  affirmative  disadvantaged  business 
policies  in  connection  with  the  project's  procurement  needs;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Directors  of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway 
Improvement  Corporation  are  requested  to  advance  project  funds  if  required  for 
this  federal  grant;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Directors  of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway 
Improvement  Corporation  are  requested  to  allocate  local  match  financing  as 
needed  for  this  federal  grant  if  the  required  matching  monies  are  not  obtained 
from  the  State  of  California  or  through  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission 
allocated  resources;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  that  the  San  Francisco  Transportation  Authority  Is  requested 
to  allocate  local  match  financing  as  needed  for  this  federal  grant  if  the 
required  monies  are  not  obtained  from  other  sources. 
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/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUMTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  The  Secretary  of  Transportation  is  authorized  to  make  monies 
available  pursuant  to  the  Intermodal  Surface  Transportation  and  Efficiency  Act 
of  1991  for  mass  transportation  projects;  and 

HHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission,  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  is  an  eligible  claimant  for  mass  transportation  capital  assistance 
pursuant  to  the  Section  3  Fixed  Guideway  Program  included  in  the  Intermodal 
Surface  Transportation  and  Efficiency  Act  of  1991;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  Public  Utilities  Commission,  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  is  an  eligible  claimant  for  flexible  capital  assistance  pursuant  to 
the  Surface  Transportation  Program  (STP  funds)  included  in  the  Intermodal 
Surface  Transportation  and  Efficiency  Act  of  1991;  and 

HHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission,  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  is  an  eligible  claimant  for  flexible  capital  assistance  pursuant  to 
the  Congestion  Management  Air  Quality  Program  (CMAQ  funds)  included  in  the 
Intermodal  Surface  Transportation  and  Efficiency  Act  of  1991;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission  (MTC)  and  the 
Federal  Transit  Administration  are  preparing  a  multi-year  funding  agreement 
for  the  Muni  Metro  Turnback  using  Section  3  Fixed  Guideway,  STP,  and  CMAQ 
funds;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  multi-year  funding  agreement  will  impose  certain 
obligations  upon  the  applicant,  including  the  provision  of  the  local  share  of 
project  costs;  and 

WHEREAS.  If  local  share  is  programmed  for  future  years,  It  must  be 
committed  to  by  the  local  agency  and  reserved  for  future  allocation  to  the 
project;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Muni  Metro  Turnback  project  financial  plan  includes 
$6,250,000  from  the  Transit  Impact  Development  Fees  as  local  match  funds  in 
1993-94;  THEREFORE  BE  IT 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance.  Public 
Utilities  Commission.  1s  authorized  to  commit  $6,250,000  from  the  Transit 
Impact  Development  Fees  as  local  match  funds  for  the  Muni  Metro  Turnback;  and 
be  it  FURTHER 

RESOLVED.  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance.  Public 
Utilities  Commission  is  authorized  to  prepare  a  supplemental  appropriation 
legislation  for  the  project  funding  should  that  be  found  necessary. 
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/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

JULY     28  1992 

at  Its  meeting  of  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTV  AND  COUNTS  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  *^  ^  ^ 


WHEREAS,  The  State  Constitution  under  Article  XIX  makes  available  funds 
for  fixed  guideway  transit  capital  improvements  from  State  Highway  Account 
monies;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  State  Constitution,  pursuant  to  the  the  Clean  Air  and 
Transportation  Act  of  1990  (Proposition  116),  makes  transit  capital  funding 
available  through  the  Transportation  Planning  and  Development  Account;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  Governor  and  the  Legislature  may  make  additional  transit 
capital  funding  available,  using  resources  from  the  Petroleum  Violation  Escrow 
Account  and/or  the  Kopp-Katz-Baker  Transportation  Blueprint  for  the 
Twenty-First  Century  (Proposition  111);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  proposed  application  includes  the  following  projects: 

1      Construction  funds  for  the  MUNI  Metro  Turnback 

2.  Rehabilitation  funds  to  renovate  Articulated  diesel  coaches  to  extend 
their  economic  life 

3.  Funds  for  replacing  the  aged  standard-sized  trolleys  with  new 
trol leys 

4.  Funds  to  reconstruct  worn  overhead,  underground,  and  motive  power 
components  for  the  14-MISSION. 

5.  Funds  to  improve  MUNI  Metro  accessibility. 

6.  Design  and  right-of-way  acquisition  funding  for  the  Metro  East  LRV 
Facility. 

7.  Renovation  funds  for  the  Cable  Car  Fleet. 

8.  Renovation  funds  for  the  historic  streetcars. 

9.  Funds  to  purchase  New  Generation  LRVs. 

WHEREAS,  These  projects  all  ranked  high  In  the  Municipal  Railway  Capital 
Improvement  Program  and  the  Regional  and  State  Transportation  Improvement 
Programs;  and 

WHEREAS,  All  of  the  projects  in  this  application  address  serious 
transportation  problems  in  San  Francisco's  transit  system  and  are  ready  for 
funding  in  the  next  fiscal  year;  and 

WHEREAS,  Under  SB  2800.  local  agencies  may  seek  authorization  to  expend 
required  local  match  funds  in  advance,  if  full  project  funding  has  been 
identified;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission  provides  local  match 
funds  from  TDA,  AB  1107  resources,  AB  664  Bridge  Toll  funds.  Regional  Measure 
One  Bridge  Tolls,  and  State  Transit  Assistance  revenues  to  high  priority 
projects  in  the  regional  transit  capital  plan;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  provides  local  matching  funds  from  the 
Transit  Impact  Development  Fees  to  high  priority  projects  in  the  MUNI  capital 
improvement  program;  and 


cm  UNO  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


HHEREAS.  The  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  Improvement  Corporation 
provides  local  matching  funds  from  the  Corporation's  resources  to  high 
priority  projects  in  the  MUNI  capital  improvement  program;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Transportation  Authority  provides  local  matching  funds  from 
the  Transportation  Sales  Tax  Revenues  to  high  priority  projects  in  the  MUNI 
capital  improvement  program;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager.  Finance,  Public  Utilities 
Commission,  is  hereby  authorized  to  apply  for,  accept,  and  expend  $14,788,500 
from  1993-94  State  Transit  Capital  Improvement  funds  and  $14,788,500  from  such 
regional  and  local  matching  fund  sources  as  Clean  Air  and  Transportation  Act 
of  1990  Bonds,  State  Transit  Assistance  funds,  Transportation  Development  Act 
funds,  AB  1107  funds,  AB664  Bridge  Toll  funds,  Regional  Measure  One  Bridge 
Tolls,  Transit  Impact  Development  Fees,  Transportation  Sales  Tax  Revenues, 
and/or  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  Improvement  Corporation  funds  for 
the  above-listed  Municipal  Railway  projects,  as  detailed  below; 

In-House  Engineering/Construction  Management  $1,545,875 

Professional  Services  3,138,250 

Construction  2.676,800 

Equipment  Purchases  11,850,000 

Equipment  Rehabilitation  1.714,400 

Indirect  Costs  651 .675 

Purchase  of  Right-of-Way  8.000.000 

TOTAL  $29,577,000 

State  TCI  Grant  $14,788,500 

Local  Match  $14,788,500 

and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance.  Public 
Utilities  Commission,  Is  authorized  to  furnish  whatever  additional  Information 
might  be  requested  by  the  funding  agencies  in  connection  with  this  grant 
request;  and  be  it 

Further  RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance,  is 
authorized  to  seek  approval  from  the  State  to  expend  local  match  funds  in 
advance  of  receipt  of  full  funding  on  these  projects;  and  be  It 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager,  Finance,  Is 
authorized  to  execute  fund  transfer  agreements  with  the  State  of  California 
Department  of  Transportation  to  accept  these  funds;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  requests  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Railway  Improvement  Corporation  to  provide  local  matching  funds  for 
these  grant  projects  If  the  PUC  cannot  obtain  required  match  from  other 
sources . 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  requests  the  San  Francisco 
Transportation  Authority  to  provide  local  matching  funds  for  these  grant 
projects  if  the  PUC  cannot  obtain  required  match  from  other  sources. 

/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
a,  it.  n^eetin,  .f  JULY        28  1992 

GB/6298G 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


